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Current Topics. 


The Land Registry’s New Move. 

WE REFER in detail elsewhere to the draft Land Transfer 
Rules which have just been published. In our view, and we 
do not think we are mistaken, they contemplate a complete 
change of the practice at the registry. Apart from any question 
as to the merits of the change, it can hardly be doubted that it 
comes ataremarkabletime. The inquiry into the system of regis- 
tration has been deferred in order that its actual working might 
be tested by experience. Now, when the inquiry is at length to 
be held, the system is to be revolutionized, not directly by 
statute, but by new rules which are, to say the least, of very 
doubtful validity. If they are allowed to come into operation, 
the Royal Commission will have to inquire into a system which 
is in a state of transition. Whether this is proper or convenient 
the profession, and especially London practitioners, will be able 
to judge. The draft rules call for careful attention, and it will 
be noticed that the new rule 30 appears to contemplate an early 
extension of compulsory registration to Yorkshire. Otherwise 
why is special provision made in relation to the Yorkshire Deed 
Registries under such a system? 


The Companies Report. 

Tue Companigs Report for 1907, which has just been issued 
by the Board of Trade, shews anet increase in companies for 
that year of 1,050. The new companies registered were 4,810, 
Against these had to be set 1,795, which had gone into 
liquidation, and 1,965, which had been removed from the 
register under the provisions of the Companies Acts, 1880 and 
1900. The figure 4,810 is for England and Wales only. The 
companies registered in Scotland were 337, and in Ireland 118, 
making a total for the United Kingdom of 5,265. The figure 
for England and Wales is the highest for the last ten years. 
From 1898, when the number was 4,651, there was a drop to 
3,132 in 1901, and since then there has been a steady rise. 
The rise, however, is not reflected in the total nominal capital. 
This was nearly 250 millions in 1898, and only 125 millions in 
1907, and the average nominal — for each company is only 
about half what it was in 1898. But.of course nominal 
capital is not a measure of the pecuniary standing of companies, 
and there are considerations of expense which keep the amount 
down, é 
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The Issue of Prospectuses. 


THERE HAS of recent years been a good deal of variation in 
the practice of issuing prospectuses. This, as Mr. GzoRGE 
STAPYLTON BARNES points out in his introduction to the Com- 
panies Report, specially affects companies which look to the 
public for support, and he treces the rise and fall of the 

rospectus from figures supplied by the secretary of the Stock 
a st with regard to companies which apply to the Stock 
Exchange Committee for a special settlement. In the latter 
half of 1900 seventy-seven companies made such application, of 
which twenty-four, or 31 per cent., issued no prospectus. The 
proportion increased in the following years—presumably in 
consequence of the Companies Act, 1900—and in the first half of 
1904, of the sixty-one companies which made application for special 
settlement, forty-two, or 68 per cent., dispensed with a prospectus. 
Since then the objection to this document has not been so 
marked, and now that under the Act of 1907 companies which go 
to the public must either file a prospectus or a statement in 
lieu of a prospectus, it may be assumed that prospectuses will 
again be treated as the normal way of inviting subscriptions. It 
may be noticed that of the 4,810 companies registered in 
England and Wales in 1907, no fewer than 4,198 filed a declaration 
that they did not issue any invitation to the public, so that the 
great majority of companies formed may be taken to be private 
companies. This will be still more clearly ascertained in future 
when the procedure of the Act of 1907 for distinguishing private 
companies has taken effect. The registration of companies 
in Guernsey, which had fallen in 1906, somewhat revived last 
year, and thirty-one companies were registered with a total 
nominal capital of £3,412,000. 


The Improper Use of Debentures, 


NOTWITHSTANDING THE recent statutory requirements as to 
the registration of debentures, Mr. BARNES takes exception 
to the facilities which debentures still offer to traders 
to carry on their business as limited companies at the 
expense of their unsecured creditors. When this result occurs, 
says Mr. BARNES, “the creditors, it is true, have no legal 
right to complain or to feel that an injustice has been done to 
them, for the issue of debentures is within the law, and in the in- 
formation filed at the Joint Stock Registry the creditors have had 
full information both of the existence of the debentures and of 
the absence of the subscribed capital. Nevertheless the tendency 
is one which seems to be undesirable and not likely to conduce 
to sound trade.” Undoubtedly this is so, and now that the 
Legislature have done all that is possible to assist creditors by 
requiring debentures to be registered, it will probably have to be 
considered whether a restriction ought not in suitable cases to be 
placed on the creation of debentures, or, at any rate, whether 
they should not be postponed to unsecared creditors where they 
are in substance a device for defeating the claims of such 
creditors. 


Sale or ‘‘ Gift’”’ of Intoxicating Liquor. 


WE REFERRED recently («nte, p. 561) to a Somersetshire case 
which raised the question whether it was a contravention of the 
Licensing Acts for auctioneers to sell lancheon tickets to persons 
attending the auction, the luncheon, in fact, including the supply 
of beer, though it was disputed that the cost of the beer was 
incladed in the luncheon price. The circumstances in the 
particular case, according to the evidence before the Bridgwater 
county justices at the first hearing, we have already stated. 
The four justices then present were divided in opinion, and the 
case was adjourned for further hearing, which took place on the 
4th inst. before a bench of nine justices. The evidence appears 
to have been substantially the same as on the former occasion. 
The firm of auctioneers against whom the proceedings were 
taken had followed the practice of providing lunch as 
above stated for over forty years. The tickets for the lunch 
were ls. each, and were sold by the auctioneers. The whole of 
the proceeds were paid over to the caterer in payment for the 
edible part of the lunch. The sale was of the farming effects of 


a deceased tenant, and a gentleman representing his estate 
arranged with the caterer for the supply of beer, and himself 








provided cider out of the deceased’s effects. Any person having 
tickets were allowed to enter the luncheon barn at lunch time, 
and they were supplied with beer or cider. Before and after 
lunch the beer and cider were given to anyone who asked for 
them. At least, we gather that this was so, but the justices, 
when requested by counsel for the auctioneers to state whether 
they found as a fact that liquor was given away to persons 
whether they bad a ticket or not, declined to do so. They came 
to the conclusion that there had been a technical offence, and 
fined the auctioneers 1s. with costs. It was intimated that there 
would probably be an appeal, and the facts as proved leave it at 
least doubtful whether the auctioneers were at all concerned in 
the supply of the liquor. But as ‘we formerly suggested, 
arrangements of this kind, however bond fide and harmless in 
particular cases, may easily lead to evasion of the Licensing Acts, 


Irregular Allotments of Shares, 


THE CURRENT number of the Chancery Division Law Reports 
contains two decisions of some interest on sections 4 and 5 of the 
Companies Act, 1900, relating to irregular allotment of shares. 
Under section 4 no allotment is to be made of -any share capital 
offered for public subscription unless certain conditions relating 
to the minimum subscription have been complied with. These 
include the condition that the sum payable on application for the 
minimum subscription shall have been “‘paid to and received by the 
company.” If this condition is not complied with, all money 
recelved from applicants for shares is to be forthwith repaid to 
the applicants, and, if it is not repaid within forty-eight days 
after the issue of the prospectus, the directors are jointly and 
severally liable to repay it, unless the money has been lost, 
and the loss is not due to any misconduct or negligence on 
their part. Under section 5 an allotment made in con- 
travention of section 4 is voidable at the instance of the 
app'icant within one month after the holding of tbe statutory 
meeting, and itis so voidable notwithstanding that the company 
is in course of being wound up. And a director, who knowingly 
authorizes the contravention of section 4, is liable to compensate 
the company and the allottee for any damages sustained, pro- 
vided the proceedings are commenced not later than two years 
from the date of the allotment. The phrase “paid to and 
received by the company” in section 4 has received a literal 
construction, and it was held in Mears v. Western Canada Puls 
Co. (1905, 2 Ch. 353) that the section was not complied 
with unless the amount payable on allotment had been received 
by the company in cash before the allotment. In that case 
cheques had been received but had not been cleared before allot- 
ment. Of these cheques three were dishonoured, but the amount 
was at once made good by the underwriters. Thus in 
fact the cash was in hand immediately after the allotment, 
but thie, it was held by the Court of Appeal, was not a sufficient 
compliance with the section. “I think,” said Cozens-Harpy, 
L.J., “the Legislature meant, in section 4, that no allotment 
should be made until the company had actually received, in the 
ordinary mercantile business sense, the amount of the allotment 
money. No difficulty will arise from a business point of view if 
companies will but wait and postpone their allotment until the 
cheques which they have received have been cleared in the 
ordinary. way.” 


Slearing of Cheques before Allotment. 
NOTWITHSTANDING THE concluding words in the passage just 
quoted, the case of Mears vy. Western Canada Pulp b seems to 
have left it open to contend that section 4 had been sufficiently 
complied with if cheques received before allotment were in fact 
honoured on presentment after allotment, and this contention 
was put forward in Re National Motor Mail Coach Co. (1908, 2 
Ch. 228) before Swinren Eapy, J., but the learned judge de- 
clined to accede to it. The cheques in that case had in fact been 
held over from Thursday till the following Monday, thongh this 
seems to have been due to oversight, and not to have been in 
pursuance of any arrangement that they should not be at once 
presented. But, whatever the reason for the delay, the payment 
of the amount due on application had not been made before allot- 
ment, and the section had not beea complied with. It may be 
that, had the cheques been paid ia at once aad duly honoured, 
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the result would have been different, and there is authority for 
this in the Scotch case of Glasgow Pavilion (Limited) v. Motherwell 
(6 F. 116). But it would not be safe to assume that even this 
would be treated as actual receipt of the money before allot- 
ment, and it seems to be necessary for the directors to wait, as 
Cozens-Harpy, L.J., suggested, for the cheques to be actually 
cleared before allotment. A similar anticipation of the clearing 
of the cheques occurred in Burton v. Bevan (1908, 2 Ch. 240), 
before NEVILLE, J., and the allotment was held to be invalid, 
but the main question there raised was as to the liability of 
the defendant as a director of the company to compensate 
the allottee. If the directors, findi the conditions 
of section 4 have not been complied with, do not 
proceed to allotment, then their liability to return the 
application money arises under that section. But if the 
allotment bas been made, then section 5 comes into oper- 
ation. There is a contract between the allottee and the company 
which the former can avoid at his option within the time men- 
tioned in the section, and he has his remedy also within two years 
against the directors.. But a director, to incur liability, must 
authorize the improper allotment with knowledge of the facts, and 
he must authorize it at the time. It is not sufficient that he 
attends a subsequent board meeting, and votes for the confir- 
mation of the minutes at which the allotment was resolved upon. 
On this ground the defendant escaped liability. 


Section 36 of the Trade-Marks Act, 1908, 


SECTION 36 of the Trade-Marks Act, 1905, is as follows: 
“No trade-mark which is upon the register at the commence- 
ment of this Act, and which, under this Act, is a registrable 
trade-mark, shall be removed from the register on the ground 
that it was not registrable under the Acts in force at the date of 
its registration. But nothing in this section contained shall 
subject any person to any liability in respect of any act or thin 
done before the commencement of this Act to which he woul 
not have been subject under the Acts then in force.” This 
section came under consideration in the recent case of Philippart’s 
Trade-Mark (Diabolo) (reported in 25 R. P. ©. 565, and 1908, 
2 Ch. 274). There the mark, which was removed from the 
register, had been registered before the Act came into 
operation, and was held not to have been a registrable 
mark at the date when it was registered. It was, how- 
ever, contended that the mark, being one which was regis- 
trable under the Act of 1905, was saved by the effect of 
section 36; but Parker, J., held that the mark was not one 
which was registrable under the new Act, and it therefore must 
go off the register. The most interesting point in the case was 
this—at what date must a trade-mark, sought to be removed from 
the register, be registrable under the Act of 1905 for section 36 
to apply? Is the date (1) that of the original registration, 
or (2) that of the Act of 1905 coming into operation, or (3) the 
date of the application to remove the mark ? This matter came up 
not only in the case under notice, but also in the earlier case of 
Gestetner’s Trade-Mark (25 R. P. C. 256; 1908, 2 Ch. 513); 
but although it was discussed by Bucktey, L.J., in the last 
mentioned case, and by PARKER, J., in the Diabolo case, in 
neither case was it the subject of actual decision. Both of these 
judges were of opinion that date (1) could not possibly be the 
crucial date, and with this we entirely agree. BuoKLEy, L.J,, 
seems to think that date (3) is the crucial date, whereas PARKER, 
J., thinks that date (2) is the right one. BuckuEy, LJ., said the 
section might be read thus: “Take the facts of today and 
the law of to-day and inquire whether, if the mark in question 
were removed from the register, it would, on the facts of to- 
day and the law of to-day, be entitled to be entered again upon 
the register. If so, it must remain upon the register.” 
PaRKER, J., said : “1 think the section might well be interpreted 
a meaning, Take the facts as they exist at the commencement of 
the Act of 1905. If on those facts the mark could then have 
been registered, it becomes, by virtue of the Act, rightly on the 
Tegister, and cannot, therefore, be removed on the ground. that 
it was not registrable under the earlier Acts. Such a medni 
would, I think, be consistent with the latter part of the thirty- 
sixth section, which appears to me to protect infringers of the 


marks to which this section applies from liability for acts dons 
before, but not after, the commencement of the Act.” We think 
that the view taken by PaRKER, J., is the correct one. 


o~ 


The Doctrine of Conversion. 

In AN important case on the doctrine of conversion (Burgess 
v. Booth, 1908, 1 Ch. 880) Mr. Justice Eve preferred an -Irish 
decision to the emphatic dicta of Sir Gzornox Jxsseu and Mr. 
Justice Kay. The short point was whether a sale directed by the 
court for the purpose of raising and paying costs operated as a 
conversion for all purposes, or only pro tanto, ‘The broad principle 
of conversion, as every one knows, was laid down in Ackroyd y. 
Smithson (1 Bro, C. ©. 503). Nevertheless, there has been con- 
siderable doubt from time to time as to what that case did, and what 
it did not, decide. In Jermy v. Preston (13 Sim. 356) and Cooke 
v. mes (22 Beay. 196) it seems to have been decided that a con- 
version directed for a p vedere a purpose only worked a conversion 
pro tanto. But both those cases were questioned by Sir Geotiax 
Jesse in Steed v. Preece (L. R. 18 Eq. 192), where he said: * The 
judgment in Cooke v. Dealey is based on a general principle assumed 
to have been laid down in Ackroyd v. Smithson—namely, that the 
conversion of real estate into personalty only takes effect to the 
extent of the object required, and that beyond this the rights of » 
the parties remain the same as if no conversion had taken place. : 
But all that Ackroyd v. Smithson decided was, that a conversion 
directed by a testator is a conversion only for the purposes of the 
will, and all that is not wanted for those purposes must go to the 
person who would have been entitled but for the will. It does 
not decide that if the court or a trustee sell more than is necessary 
there is an equity to reconvert the surplus. . . . It is not neces- 
sary to decide that question now ; but it seems to me that if a con- 
version is rightfully made, whether by the court or a trustee, all the 
consequences of a conversion must follow ; and that there is no equity 
in favour of the heir or any one else to take the property in any 
other form than that in which it is found.” And in Hyett v. 
Mekin (25 Ch. D. 735) Mr. Justice Kay, followed the decision 
of Sir GeorGce Jessex in Steed v. Preece. Then in. 1882 came the 
decision in Scoct v. Scott (9 L. R. lr. 367), where. real estate was 
directed to be sold in order to pay off incumbrances, and Vice- 
Chancellor CuartERton held that there was an equity in the heir to 
have the surplus treated as reconverted, and that it accordingly 
descended to the heir as realty.. That was really the exact point 
which came before Mr. Justice Eve, the only difference between 
the two cases being that in one case conyersion was directed in 
order to discharge incumbrances, and in the other to pay costs. 
Accordingly, Mr. Justice Eve held that conversion had onl 
taken place to the extent of the purpose for which it was directed, 
and that, beyond that purpose, the proceeds of sale retained their 
original character of real estate. 








The Draft Land Transfer Rules: 


It is not a little singular that just at the time when a Royal 
Commission has been appointed to inquire into the system of 
registration under the Land Transfer Acts, the Land Registry 
have induced the Lord Chancellor and the Rule. Committee 
appointed under the Act of 1897 to issue draft rules, the effect 
of which, if they are finally promulgated, will be to revolutionize 
the existing practice at the registry. This remark to be 
justified by the fact that, under the proposed rules, the title of 
the applicant for registration as first registered proprietor will 
be investigated in all cases, whether he desires to be registered 
with a possessory title only or not, and that subject to his right 
of dissent, it will be for the registry to decide in what form his 
title shall be placed on the register. Moreover, a very..signifi- 
cant increase in the official fees seems to he contemplated. 

The existing rules as to first registration of freehold land are 
contained in rules 18 to 49 of the Land Transfer Rules, 1903. 
Rule 50 applies these. generally to leasehold land, but special 
regulations as to such land are Jptroduoed by rules 51 to 67, and 


in particular provision is made for on, with possessory, 
good leasehold, or absolute title. Rules. 18 to 49 treat sucetss- 
ively of registration with ssory titlé (rules 18 to, 29), with 





‘absolute title (rules 30 to 48), and with qualified title (rule 49). 
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Under rule 18 an applicant for registration with a SssOry 
title accompanies his application either with a deed or other 


document conferring on him a title under which he can apply 
for registration (see Act of 1875, s. 5), or a statutory declara- 
tion of possession and title. Section 8 of the Act of 1875 provides 
that the registration shall not affect existing adverse interests, and 
rule 21 restates this and provides that the title will not be investi- 
gated by the registrar. But section 72 empowers the registrar 
torequirethe production to himof ‘ such documents of title as will, 
in the opinion of the registrar, when stamped or otherwise 
marked, give notice to any purchaser ” of the fact of registration. 
The procedure on application for registration with an absolute 
title is, of course, quite different. This involves investigation of 
the title by the registrar, and accordingly it is required by rule 
34 that there shall be delivered with the application an abstract of 
title in the usual form, together with the documents of title which 
the applicant has in his possession, including opinions of counsel, 
requisitions, replies, &c. Prior to 1903 the title was examined 
by or under the superintendence of the registrar in accordance 
with the usual conveyancing practice, but rule 36 of the rules 
of that year introduced an important relaxation with the object 
of facilitating registration with absolute title. In the following 
cases—(1) When the land has been sold or purchased under an 
order of the court, or (2) where it has been registered for six 
years with a possessory title, and the first registered proprietor 
was a purchaser on sale, or (3) when the title has been fully 
investigated before the date of the application, the examination 
may be modified in such manner as the registrar may think fit. 
Application for absoluts registration involves the publication of 
[aiatiemeate in the Laden Gazette and in local newspapers 
(rule 37),and objections are heard and determined by the registrar 
(rule 42). 

In the draft rules, which we print elsewhere, this distinction 
between applications for registration with possessory and absolute 
titles is abolished. Rules 18 to 49 of the rules of 1903 are to 
be abrogated, and their place is to be taken by rules 18 to 46 
of the draft rules, which apply to both classes of registration. 
Under the new rule 18 the applicant will make an application in 
the scheduled form, and will state whether he applies for 
registration with an absolute or possessory title, but in 
either case the rest of the form is the same, and it must be 
accompanied by a list of “all the deeds and documents relating 
to the title” which the applicant has in his possession or under 
his control, “including opinions of counsel, abstracts, contracts, 
and conditions of sale, requisitions, replies and other like docu- 
ments in regard to the title.” All these documents will (unless the 
registrar otherwise directs) be sent with the application; and 
also a copy, or sufficient abstract, of the latest document of title 
not being a document of record ; and sufficient particulars, by 
plan or otherwise, to enable the land to be fully identified on 
the Ordnance Map or Land Registry General Map. Then the 
new rule 24 provides that “the title shewn by the documents 
accompanying the application shall be examined by or under the 
superintendence of the registrar in accordance with the usual 
conveyancing practice, and he may make such searches and fur- 
ther inquiries, and give such notice to tenants and occupiers and 
other persons, as he may deem expedient.” This examination, 
the rule shews, is to be made in all cases, but rules 25 and 27 
provide, as under the existing rule 36, for reference of the title 
to one of the examiners of title, and for relaxation of'the examina- 
tion, where the application is for registration with absolute title. 


Since these rules are thus restricted the inference might seem 
to be that, in applications for possessory registration, there is 
still to be no investigation of title. But rule 24, which requires 
an examination “in accordance with the usual conveyancing 

ice,” applies to all applications, and this is borne out by 
rule 35, which is as follows: “No registration with absolute 
title shall be made until and unless the registrar approves of the 
title, but if upon an application for registration with possessory 
title the oe approves of the title, the registration may 
(subject to the provisions of rule 53) be completed with absolute 
or good leasehold title unless the applicant upon notice 
objects.” Under rule 37, if an applicant does not make out a 
full title, but the documents shew a primé facie title, he may be 





registered as gen with a possessory title, but if he has 
applied for an absolute registration, this registration with a 
possessory title is not to be made without his consent. 

The effect of the changes is that in all cases of application for 
registration the applicant is to produce to the registrar all 
documents of title, opinions, requisitions, &c., in his possession, 
just as he does now on an application for registration with an 
absolute title. The title will then be examined in the registry, 
and if the application is for an absolute title, the existing 
relaxations may be allowed. Otherwise the registrar is required 
to examine the title strictly, and he will then determine whether 
he will offer absolute registration in lieu of the possessory regis- 
tration which has been applied for. If he disapproves of the 
title altogether, he can presumably refuse even possessory regis- 
tration. If an absolute title has been applied for, he can offer a 
possessory title instead. The object of the changes seem to be 
sufficiently obvious. The officials of the Land Registry are not 
satisfied with the effect of the existing rule 36, om of the system 
of deferred payment of fees, in inducing proprietors to apply for 
absolute titles. Accordingly all applicants for registration are 
to be required to produce their titles so as to put the registrar in 
a position to place them on the register as absolute if he thinks 
proper. It may be said that this is all in favour of applicants 
who may find themselves blessed with an absolute title when all 
they expected was a possessory title. But the real effect of 
the proposal is quite different. An application for registration 
with a possessory title will entail far more trouble than it does 
at present, and the applicant who happens to have some defect 
in his title will have it formally discovered at the Land Registry, 
Instead of possessory titles, with which practically all registered 
proprietors are satisfied, being left to the remedy of time, all 
titles brought for registration are to be sorted out into good and 
bad titles. In the case of titles judged in the registry to be 
good, the applicant will be granted an absolute title ; in the case 
of those judged to be bad, he will be granted a possessory title, 
or will possibly be refused registration altogether. 

Corresponding to this proposed general examination of all 
titles there is to be a fundamental change in the fees. The fees for 


registration will be the same whether the title is registered as , 


possessory or absolute. For very small values they are slightly 
greater than the existing fees for possessory registration. From 
£325 to £32,000 they remain the same as at present. But the 
£25 limit is to be abolished, and on £100,000 the fee will 
be £59 instead of £25. And to cover the possibility 
of the removal of the £25 limit not reimbursing the Land 
Registry the extra trouble of investigating titles which 
applicants have not asked them to investigate, a very consider- 
able increase is contemplated in the fees on the registration of 
charges and of transfers of land and charges. The present feeof 
1s. 6d. per £25 stops at £1,000, and then becomes Is. with a limit 
of £25. Under the new scale the ls. 6d. per £25 goes on with- 
out change or limit up to £50,000, and the fee for registering a 
charge or transfer of that value will be £150 instead of £25. As 
far as we can see from our present perusal the proposed rules 
promise a very considerable increase both of trouble and expensein 
regard to registration, and they will require very careful scrutiny. 
It will, of course, be noticed that the proposal to subject all titles 
to investigation is of extremely doubtful legality, having regard 
to the provisions of the Land Transfer Act, 1875, and the scheme 
of registration with possessory titles. And even the registration 
of all titles as absolute nsess * go but a very little way to meet 
the objection to the performance of conveyancing business by & 
public office. 








An intermediate Middlesex session was opened on the 8th inst. at the 
Guildhall, Westminster, before Sir Ralph Littler, K.C., chairman, Mr. 
Montagu Sharpe, deputy-chairman, and other justices. The calendar con- 
tained the names of thirty-seven persons charged with offences. In his 
charge to the grand ju ir Ralph Littler said that there was just now 
a sort of epidemic of ‘Sena hooting and burglary. It was a serious 
matter. People in Middlesex were, however, safer from these crimes 
than people in some other places, because the invariable rule in that 
court was that prisoners found guilty after a previous conviction were 
given long sentences. It was thus put out of their power to commit 
crime for a long period. In several such cases recently there had bees 
appeals to the Court of Criminal Appeal, but in every instance the 
sentence had been confirmed. 
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Paper Constitutions. 


Tue self-governing portions of the King’s dominions beyond 
sea have what are often called “ paper” constitutions—that is, 
their legislatures do not possess unlimited powers of passin 
statutes which shall have the force of law. Any statute 

by a colonial legislature must, in the last resort, be shown to be 
within the authority originally conferred on the dominion by the 
Imperial statute which gave to the legislature a law-making 
power. And the same principle applies to such subordinate quasi- 
legislation as the making of standing orders by each House or 
chamber of a legislature. From time to time the validity of a 
standing order made by a colonial legislative assembly or 
council is challenged in the courts. This, of coursé, is impossible 
in England in the same manner as it is possible in“the case of 
colonial legislative bodies. A standing order of the House of 
Commons could only be so challenged if absolutely contrary to 
the law of the land. But the validity of any standing order 
of a colonial legislative assembly can be tested in the courts if 
it is alleged to have been made without authority. A better 
instance of this could not be desired than the recent case of 
Harnett v. Crick (Times, July 29th), an appeal to the Privy 
Council from the Supreme Court of New South Wales. The 
authority of the two Houses of the New South Wales Legislature 
to make standing rules and orders rests on the following enact- 
ment in the Constitution Act, 1902 (No. 32)—re-enacting pro- 
visions contained in the original Constitution : “ 15 (1) The Legis- 
lative Council and Legislative Assembly shall, as there may be 
occasion, prepare and adopt respectively standing rules and 
orders regulating,” among other things, “the orderly conduct of 
such Council and Assembly respectively. . . . (2) Such rules and 
orders shall by such Council and Assembly respectively be laid 
before the Governor, and being by him approved shall become 
binding and of force.” 

The action in the New South Wales court was brought by 
the respondent (a member of the Legislative Assembly) against 
the appellant (the Sergeant-at-Arms) for a technical assault 
committed by the latter in removing the respondent from the 
precincts of the House. The ground of the action—and this was 
the point argued before the court below and before the Judicial 
Committee on appeal—was that a certain standing order 
passed by the Legislative Assembly was alleged to be 
invalid, as being unauthorized by the enactment above quoted. 
The standing order was this : “ Whenever it shall have 
been ruled or decided (whether before or after the approval of 
the standing order) that the House may not proceed 
on a matter which has been initiated in the House affecting the 
alleged misconduct of a member, because thereby the said 
member may be prejudiced in a criminal trial then pending on 
charges founded on such misconduct, the House may suspend 
such member from the service of the House until the verdict of 
the jury has been returned, or until further order.” This 
standing order was duly approved by the Governor. A 
criminal charge was then pending against the respondent, and in 
pursuance of the new standing order a resolution was passed by 
the Legislative Assembly suspending the respondent from the 
service of the House until the verdict of the jury in the criminal 
trial should be returned, or until further order. The respondent 
persisted in attending the House and was removed by the ap- 
pellant in obedience to the Speaker’s orders ; hence the action. 

The Supreme Court of New South Wales held the new 
standing order to be invalid, and judgment was given for 
the respondent. This decision has now been reversed 
on appeal to the Privy Council. In the course of the 
judgment by Lord MACNAGHTEN, it is said: ‘Two 
things seem to be we the House itself is the sole 
judge whether an ‘occasion’ arisen for the preparation and 
adoption of a standing order regulating the orderly conduct of 
the assembly, and (2) that no court of law can question the 
validity of a standing order duly passed and approved which, in 
the opinion of the House, was required by the exigency of the 
Occasion, unlees upon a fair view of all the circumstances it is 
apparent that it does not relate to the orderly conduct of the 


assembly.” The Supreme Court thought that the fact that a 


criminal charge was pending inst a member in no way related 
to the orderly conduct of the House. The Judicial Committee 
examined the peculiar circumstances of the case, and came toa 
different conclusion. Thus the point for decision almost resolved 
itself into a question of fact. No such examination of surrgund- 
ing facts and circumstances would be possible with respect to any 


standing order of the House of Commons. 


= 








Reviews. 


International Law and the Russo-Japanese War. 


INTERNATIONAL Law APPLIED TO THE Russo-JAPANESE War, 
WITH THE DECISIONS OF THE JAPANESE Prize Courts. By 
Saxvuyé TaKanasHl, Professor of International Law in the Imperial 
University of Tokyo, &c. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


This is a thick volume of over 800 pages, written by a J a 
lawyer in English. A few mis-spellings of proper names, and a foreign 
turn to many p are rather welcome reminders that the book is 
the work of a foreigner. As regards the literary composition, and 
the labour expended, the book is a most creditable per- 
formance. It a in fact, ifique, mais—it is in no sense 
what an English lawyer would call a treatise on international 
law. Rather, the book may be described as, on the whole, an inter- 
esting account of an enormous number of incidents that took place in 
the Russo-Japanese War, from the point of view of a Japanese, and 
with observations on some of the rules of international law which 
those incidents brought into play or illustrated. Probably a much 
more readable volume has been the result than would have been pro- 
duced by an orderly statement of principles backed by instances of 
their application to facts. The last 300 pages or so do, however, in 
some degree answer to our notion of a work on law, for these 
contain reports of cases decided in the Japanese Prize Courts. Cer- 
tainly the arguments are set out at what an English reporter would 
consider inordinate length, but these cases are interesting accounts 
of the transactions, and the ingenuity of some of the points taken 
is considerable. 

The case of Zhe Thalia (p. 605) is well worth reading as a sort of 
answer to the conundrum—When is a ship not a ship? Answer: 
when she is taken on board another ship as cargo! Also, when she is 
lying high and dry onland! Some of the information given in the 
Appendices is likely to be found valuable. ‘There is a complete diary of 
the war,forinstance. There is also a list of vessels capt and a tabu- 
lar statement of their fate, whether condemned orreleased. In the 
larger half of the book, though strictly speaking a series of narratives 
ed than a treatise on the subject of law, the specialist who is 
interested in questions of international law will find a great many 
facts to digest and some cxpenevons of opinion worth considering. 
For instance, on p. 70 the subject of es war taxes on resident 
foreigners is dealt with. The difficulty of finding an authoritative 
translation of the French original of Article XVII. of the First Hague 
Convention (treatment of officers who are prisoners of war) is 
referred to on p. 123. . Three competing —_— translations 
(one by Professor Holland) are given. inally, a fourth 
version was promulgated as part of the Second Hague Convention. 
The following quotation (p. 151) may serve as an illustration of the 
author’s style and of his manner in introducing even amusing 
incidents: “The Japanese soldier, it has been said, makes war as 
becomes a gentleman. It may not be quite fitting for me to express 
an opinion, but I venture, nevertheless, tosay that the commendation 
is not ill-deserved, and this brings one to the narration of a rather 
amusing incident. 2 —s 5 ned was being — b ' 

oung Japanese soldier to the Japanese camp, and was agreea 
Condon c find the Japanese so kind to him. In order te 
shew his appreciation the oo suddenly embraced his ca 
and sought to kiss him. But the ——— trooper had no 
experience of this kind of salutation, and accordingly, fancying that 
the Russian intended to bite him, he admi a severe thump on 
the back, and thenceforward led his captive at arm’s length.” 








Correspondence. 


The Delays and Difficulties of Dealing in Consols. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 
Sir,—I agree in general with your remarks under the above 

heading in your issue of August 1, but I think you must have 

forgotten the change in the tice of the Bank of England with 


regard to payment of dividends on Consols, though it is now some few 





rs since the change was 
"Unless instructions are given to the contrary dividends are now 
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sent by post, and where the stock stands in joint names they are 
posted to the first name. 

It does not seem to be generally known, but the Bank of England 
does issue Consol certificates to bearer. These certificates have 
dividend coupons attached. They are issued in denominations of 
£100, £200, £500 and £1,000. 

At December 3, 1907, the issue of such certificates amounted to 
£48,467,800, while on the same date Consols inscribed in the Bank of 
England amounted to £514,878,573 and in the Bank of Ireland 
to £16,742,215. 

The inscribed Consols and Consol certificates to bearer are inter- 
changeable the one for the other, and the latter are largely used by 
stockbrokers and others who wish to obtain a temporary advance by 
deposit of the certificates with their bankers. 

The certificates to bearer are also made use of by foreign investors 
in preference to inscribed Consols for the purpose of avoiding the 
English estate duties. k 

In several instances I have taken out representation to deceased 
foreigners who had been resident abroad and had invested in 
inscribed Consols not knowing that at their death English estate 
duty would be payable. 

The beneficiaries in many of these cases would have sold out the 
Consols had they not been informed that they could exchange the 
inscribed Consols for Consol certificates to bearer, and so avoid 
the English death duty, provided of course that the certificates were 
not lodged in England at the time of their death. 

Perhaps this information may be of use to some of your readers who 
do not know of the existence of Consol certificates to bearer. 

August 11. GAVELKIND. 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Before the Vacation Judge. 


CAVENDISH v. TARRY. 12th Aug. 


3REACH—AGREEMENT NOT TO ‘‘ BE 
A Srmirar Bustness—EMPLOYMENT 


ResTRAINnT OF TRADE—COVENANT 
CONCERNED OR INTERESTED IN”’ 
AS Patp SERVANT. 


In construing a covenant in restraint of trade the circumstances and 
the business meaning of the words used must be regarded, and where 
the covenantor, the manager of the business sold, covenanted not to 
‘** be concerned or interested’’ in a similar business, held, a breach of 
such covenant to become the manager of a rival business in the same 
street. 


Motion for an injunction. This was a motion to restrain the de- 
fendant, until judgment or further order, from at any time before 
December 20th, 1925, being concerned or interested, either directly or 
indirectly, in any business of a fruiterer, greengrocer, or florist at any 
place within a radius of twenty miles of Spitalfields Market without 
the consent in writing of the plaintiff. The plaintiff purchased from 
Henry Tarry, the defendant’s father, his business of a Sealine, green- 
grocer and florist, in Lamb-street, Spitalfields, with the sole right to 
vse the name of. Henry Tarry. The defendant, John Francis Tarry, 
was engaged in this business with his father as manager, and he was 
made a party to the agreement. He, with his father, thereby entered 
into the following covenant : ‘‘ The vendor and the said John Francis 
Tarry shall not for the term of twenty years after the completion of 
the purchase, nor shall either of them be concerned or interested, either 
directly or indirectly, in any business of a fruiterer, greengrocer, or 
florist within a radius of twenty miles of Spitalfields Market afore- 
said.”” By this agreement the plaintiff agreed to appoint the defendant 
as manager of the business on a three months’ notice. He was accord- 
ingly appointed at a salary of £3 a week, but eventually received three 
months’ notice to leave, expiring on June 29th last, when he left. He 
then entered into the employment of another fruiterer, greengrocer and 
florist in the same street as a weekly servant at the. same salary, and 
had canvassed customers of the plaintiff. For the plaintiff Hill v. Hill 
(55 L. T. 769) was cited. It was contended for the defence that this 
covenant did not extend to the case of a paid servant. “‘ Concerned or 
interested "’ in the covenant meant pecuniarily concerned or interested. 
Gophir Diamond Co. v. Wood (1902, 1 Ch. 950), Smith v. Hancock 
(1894, 2 Ch. 377), and William Cory & Son (Limited) v. Harrison 
(1906, A. C. 274) were cited. It was contended that in Hill v. Hill 
(supra) the covenant contained the words ‘‘ being engaged in,”’ and 
was wider than the present covenant, though it was true that the 
learned judge in his judgment said he did not regard these words. 

ve, J., said that with regard to the construction of this contract 
the introductory words of the judgment of the Lord Chancellor in 
William Cory & Son (Limited) v. Harrison (supra) seemed peculiarly 
po arreers to this case. His lordship said at p. 275: “It would be 
absolutely impossible, I think, to lay down with precision what is, or 
is not, comprehended in such words gs ‘interested or concerned in.’ 
You ‘must look at the facts of the particular case, and look at the 
bisiness meaning of the words.’’ He must in this case have regard 
to. the business relationship of the parties. The covenantor bore the 
same name as the vendor, and had acted as his assistant, which position 
he wished to retain, and it was in consequence stipulated that he should 








he engaged by the plaintiff. But the plaintiff, appreciating the risk he ran 9 


of injury to his business by the defendant, had the covenant in ques- 
tion inserted in the agreement for the express purpose of guarding 
against that risk. What meaning ought he to give to the words 
‘*concerned in’’ in the covenant? Had this been a question of a 
breach by the father he might have adopted the construction of the 
covenant in William Cory & Son (Limited) v. Harrison (supra). But 
in the circumstances of this case he thought he should be destroying 
the whole value of the covenant if he cut it down so as to enable the 
defendant to transfer his services to a rival dealer, and enable him 
to use his knowledge of the purchased business and of its customers 
for the benefit of his new employer. He thought, therefore, looking 
at the business meaning of the words, that the defendant’s action 
amounted to a breach of the covenant, and he accordingly granted an 
injunction until judgment.—CounseL, Bramwell Davis, K.C., and L, 
W. Vernon Harcourt; Eustace Smith. Soxicrrors, 8. F. Miller, Var- 
don, & Miller; Wood & Wootton. 
@( Reported by W. L. L, BELL, Barrister-at-Law.] 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS, 
House of Lords. 


WOOD GREEN URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL v. JOSEPH, 
8th and 15th May; 24th July. 


Sewer—Dramss—‘Stncte Private Draww’’—Conpurr Recetvine 
Dratnace or SeveraAL Houses or One Owner Bestpes Houses op 
OrHeR Owners—Hovses or OnzE OwneR ConNECTED WITH ConpuItT 
In Parrns—Pustic Heattn Act, 1875 (38 anp 39 Vict. c. 55), ss. 4, 
41—Pvusric Heattna Acts AMENDMENT Act, 1890 (53 anv 54 Vicr. a. 
59), s. 19. 

A conduit laid in private ground received and conveyed to a public 
sewer the drainage of several houses, six of which belonged to the 
respondent and the others to different owners. The respondent's siz 
houses were connected with the conduit in pairs, so that the drainage 
of each pair discharged into the conduit by means of a single pipe, and 
each of these three pipes was admittedly a drain. T'he local authority 
having executed repairs to the conduit, which as to one end was con- 
nected with a public sewer, claimed a proportion of the expenses from 
the respondent on the ground that the conduit was a single private 
drain within section 19 of the Public Health Acts Amendment Act of 
1890. 

Held, dismissing the appeal by the local authority, that the respon- 
dent was not liable, because his houses were not ‘‘ connected”’ witha 
public sewer all the way by a single private drain, part of the connec- 
tion being by pipes admittedly sewers. 

The respondent was the owner of six houses in a row of sixteen 
houses in Parkhurst-road within the appellants’ district. The sixteen 
houses were drained in pairs by means of a pipe which discharged inte 
another pipe, the three pipes together being in the shape of the letter 
Y. The stem of the Y discharged into a single line of pipes laid in 
private ground behind the row of houses and running parallel to them, 
and this line of pipes discharged into a public sewer under a highway 
known as Marquis-road. It was admitted that the common pipe 
belonging to each pair of houses (the stem of the Y) was a sewer, but 
the local authority sought to recover from the respondent the ex 
penses of certain repairs to the line of pipes laid behind the houses on 
the ground that it was a single private drain within section 19 of the 
Act of 1890. The Court of Appeal held that as the three single pi 
connecting the respondent’s houses with the conduit were “ sewers,” 
and did not themselves come within section 19 of the Act of 1890, the 
houses were not, within the meaning of that section, connected with 
the public sewer by means of that conduit, and therefore, even assum- 
ing the conduit to be a ‘‘single private drain,’ the respondent was 
not liable to contribute to the expense of repairing it. The case is 
reported 1907, 1 K. B. 182, 5 L. G. R. 322. The local authority 
appealed. 

Tue House having taken time, 

Lord AsHBOURNE read a judgment, in the course of which he said: 
‘‘The questions are as to the rights claimed by the appellants under 
section 19 of the Public Health Acts Amendment Act, 1890. 
words relied on are, ‘ Where two or more houses belonging to different 
owners are connected with a public sewer by a single private drain.’ 
This involves two questions :—(1) Are the respondent’s houses con- 
nected with a public sewer in Marquis-road by a single private drain? 
(2) Is the conduit ranning parallel to and at the back of Parkhurst- 
road a single private drain? The Court of Appeal found for the 
respondent on the first ground, while the judges of the Divisional 
Court found for him on the second. If either ground is correct the 
appeal must be dismissed. On the first point I agree with the Court 
of Appeal. I cannot hold that the houses are connected with a public 
sewer by a single private drain when admittedly the connection was 
interrupted on its way by a public sewer (the stem of the Y). In my 
opinion the King’s Bench Division was right as well as the Court of 
Appeal. Thy reached the same conclusion on different but not com 
tradictory grounds, and in my opinion the order appealed from should 
be affirmed, and the appeal dismissed with costs.” . 

Lord ATKINSON read a judgment to the same effect. 

Lord Lorrsurn, C., said he fully agreed with Lord Atkinson's 
judgment, which he had had an opportunity of reading. 
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Lord MacnaGnten concurred. Appeal dismissed.—Counset, Sir 
Robert Fitlay, K.C., Macmorran, K.C., and Clement Edwards ; Danck- 
werts, K.C., and R. A. Glen. Soricrrors, Croft & Mortimer; Miles, 


Hair, & Co. 
[Reported by Ex°xrwz Rerp, Barrister,at-Law. } 


GREENSHIELDS, COWIE, & CO. v. STEPHENS & SONS (LIM.). 
9th and 3lst July. 


GeneraL AveraGE—Carnco or Coat—‘‘ Portions or Butx Carco” on 
Fire—Water Damace To Carnco—Liasititry or Sure to CONTRIBUTE 
To GENERAL AvERAGE—Mercuant Surrrrne Act, 1894, s. 502. 


A vessel belonging to the appellants was chartered by them to a 
firm of merchants to carry a cargo of coal from Calcutta to Bombay. 
While on the voyage spontaneous combustion took place and much of 
the coal shipped by the charterers was damaged by fire and water. The 
vessel made for Colombo, and there discharged the coal. The question 
was whether the charterers were entitled to have made good in general 
average any damage done to the coal by the means taken to extinguish 
the fire. 

‘eld, that the charterers were not disentitled from enforcing such 
contribution by reason of the fact that the fire arose by spontaneous 
combustion in part of the coal shipped by them in pursuance of the 
obligations of the charter-party. 


Appeal by the plaintiffs from an order of the Court of Appeal, 
reported 1908, 1 K. B. (C. A.) 51, affirming a judgment of Channell, J. 
The appellants are the owners of the s.s. Knight of the Garter. By 
a charter-party dated the 23rd of March, 1905, the appellants chartered 
this wand to Messrs. Andrew Yule & Co., merchants, to carry a cargo 
of coal from Calcutta to Bombay. The respondents were sued as 
guarantors under a letter dated the 22nd of June, 1905, of whatever 
might be due for general average contribution from Messrs. Andrew 
Yule & Co. to the appellants. 

Tue Hovse took time for consideration. 

Lord Hatssury, in moving that the — should be dismissed, 
said that the facts were not in dispute. The Knight of the Garter 
was loaded at Calcutta with 8,777 tons of steam coal and 195 tons of 
hard coke, and left on the 25th of April, 1905. The voyage usually 
occupied nine days, but she was delayed in crossing the Hoogly bar. 
On the 9th of May smoke was seen rising.from one of her holds. On 
the two following days great heat was developed, explosions were 
heard, and fire was seen, and it was decided to proceed to Colombo. 
During the voyage from the 9th to the 12th, when she arrived at 
Colombo, steam was injected into the holds in order to check the fire. 
Surveyors were consulted, and finally it was decided that the entire 
cargo should be discharged. This was done, and the coals while this 
was being done were pumped up, and were found damaged to the 
extent of 25 per cent., partly by fire and partly by water. The ship 
herself was also considerably damaged by fire. An average adjustment 
was accordingly prepared, but its conclusions were disputed on the 
ground that the owners of the cargo were not entitled to any general 
average because, first, the fire arose from the inherent vice of the coals 
shipped by them. This indeed was the main contention. The truth 
was that whatever plausibility existed in the argument was due to 
the use of a misleading phrase, i.e., ‘‘the inherent vice’’ of the cargo. 
The phrase was supposed to be justified by what was undoubtedly the 
fact that the coals took fire from spontaneous combustion. It was very 
difficult to say there was one arguable point of law in the appellant's 
favour. It was absolutely clear that it was a common adventure, that 
it was for the safety of all, including cargo and ship, that the voyage 
was put an end to at Colombo, and that measures were properly and pru- 
dently taken to save both. Primd facie, therefore, it was bat a 
case of general average, and it was the misleading phrase “inherent 
vice’’ which had lent plausibility but an absolutely fallacious effect 
to the argument. The shipowner was a party to taking in his ship 
the coals which it was assumed both parties were equally Suiitier with, 
and their liability to spontaneous combustion, and all the other circum- 
stances, climate and quantity, and depths of hold, and the peculiarities 
of the River Hoogly were equally known to both. 

Lords AsHBOURNE, MACNAGHTEN, JAMES OF HEREFORD, and CoLiins 
concurred. Appeal dismissed with costs.—CounssL, J. A. Hamilton, 
K.C., and Maurice Hill ; Scrutton, K.C., and Mackinnon. Sotictrors, 
Waltons, Johnson, Bubb, & Whatton; Thomas Cooper & Co. 

[Reported by Eesxtne Ret, Barrister-at-Law. |] 





Privy Council. 


BANK OF BOMBAY AND ANOTHER »v. SULEMAN SOMJI AND 
OTHERS. 2ist July. 


Executor—ResipuaRy Lecates—CHARGE ON Property ror Lecacy— 
Mortaacr By Restpvary Lecater—Constructive Notice or CHARGE 
—Prioriry. 


The testator, who died in 1885, by his will left all his property to his 
four sons by his first wife, subject to-a charge for a legacy in favour 
of his four sons by his second wife. ‘The legacy remained unpaid. To 
secure advances the four elder sons in 1890 deposited the title deeds of 
part of the property with a bank, and in 1800 they executed a formal 
mortgage of the property to the bank. 

Held, that as the bank, if they had made an investigation of title, 
would have become aware of the charge created by the will, the claim 





of the four younger sons must prevail over the mortgage to the bank 
as there was no suggestion that there had been any concealment of the 
fact by the mortgagors. 


Appeal from a judgment of the High Court of Bombay. The testa- 
tor left eight sons—four by his first wife and four by his second wife— 
all of whom survived him. By his will he left all his property to his 
four sons by his first wife, subject to a charge in favour of his four 
sons by his second wife. The Teena remained unpaid. In 1890 the 
four eldest sons deposited the title deeds of part of the property with 
the Bank of Bombay as security for an advance of 52,000 rupees, and 
in 1899 they executed a formal mortgage of the property to the bank. 
The bank’s legal advisers made no inquiries, and it was not suggested 
that the mort rs practised any concealment of the real facts of the 
case. When the bank advertised the property for sale the four younger 
brothers filed this suit in order to establish priority of their charge 
over the mortgage to the bank. The High Court of Bombay held that 
as the four younger sons were legatees, and as the bank could, had it 
chosen to make any investigation of title, have discovered the char 
and, therefore, must be deemed to have had constructive notice of t, 
the claim of the four younger sons had priority over that of the bank. 
The bank appealed. The orpees was heard before a Board consisting 
of Lord Macnaghten, Lord Atkinson, Sir Andrew Scoble, and Sir 
Arthur Wilson, and judgment reserved. 

July 21.—Sir ANpRew Scosrez, in delivering their lordships’ judg- 
ment, said their lordships, agreed with the learned judges of the High 
Court of Bombay that the claim of the legatees prevailed over that of 
the bank. They would, therefore, humbly advise his Majesty to dis- 
miss the appeal of the bank with costs.—Counset, Sir Robert Finlay, 
K.C,, Levett, K.C., and Frank Russell, K,C,; Danckwerts, K.C., and 
P. §. Stokes. Soricrrors, Cameron, Kemm, & Co.; Rawle, Johnstone, 
& Co, 

(Reported by Exsxiwe Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.) 





Bankruptcy Cases. 


Re MACFADYEN & CO. (SEPARATE ESTATE OF PATRICK MACFADYEN, 
DECEASED). Ez parte VIZIANAGARAM MINING CO. (LIM.). 
C.A. No. 2. 26th, 27th, and 3st July. 


BaNKRUPTCY—PRoor—ParTNERSHIP—PRoor AGaInst Jormnt AND 
Separate Estates—Bankrurtoy Acr, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 52), 
SCHEDULE 2, R. 18, 


The bankrupt, Patrick Macfadyen, had been a director of a com- 
pany, and also @ partner in a Pg which acted as general managers 
and agents to the company. e pledged with a bank documents of 
the company which came into his power in his capacity as a partner 
in the firm to secure advances of money which he used for the purposes 
of the ‘firm. Macfadyen and the firm both became bankrupt, and 
the Fem quae es to pay over £12,000 to redeem their documents from 
the bank, The company’s claim to prove for this amount both against 
SS ey estate of the firm and the separate estate of Macfadyen was 
allowed. 


Appeal from a decision of Bigham, J. (reported ante, p. 623). The 
Vizianagaram Mining Co. (Limited) was formed in 1894 to work 
mines in India. By article Macfadyen was appointed one of the 
three directors, an by article 94 the firm of Macfadyen & Co., of 
London, which traded in Madras under the style of Arbuthnot & Co., 
were appointed general rs and agents to the company. At 
the date of Patrick Macfadyen’s death and bankruptcy he was chair- 
man of the company, and he was the sole partner in London in the 
firm of Macfadyen k Co. The course of business between the ies 
was for the company to send the ore from the mines to Arbuthnot & 
Co. at Madras. Arbuthnot & Co. meee for the shipment of the 
ore, and handed the bills of lading to the Madras office of the National 
Bank of India. The bank forwarded the bills of lading to their 
London office, where they were at the cae of Macfadyen & Co. 
Macfadyen, as sole partner in the firm in London, raised loans on the 
bills of lading and applied the proceeds to the purposes of the firm. 
At the date of his death and bankruptcy, and at the date of the bank- 
ruptcy of Macfadyen & Co., the bank held bills of re of ore to 
secure loans to an amount of £12,244 6s. 7d., which sum the company 
had to pay in order to redeem the bills of Jading. The company then 
presented proofs for this amount both against the joint estate of the 
firm and the separate estate of Macfadyen. The trustee admitted the 
proof against. the joint estate, but rejected the gone against the 
separate estate, and the rejection was upheld by Bigham, J., from 
whosé decision the company appealed. for the ap it con- 
tended that the company was entitled to prove against the soe 
estate as well as the joint estate under the terms of rule 18 of ule . 
2 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, Macfadyen having been at the date of 
the receiving order liable to the company in respect of two distinct 
contracts, one as director of. the company, the other as a member of 
the firm of Macfadyen & Co. As @ ‘director Macfadyen was in the 

ition of a trustee for the company, ‘at any rate to the extent of 
ne trustee of his peven, a Tee. me could have ae 
the misappropriation o e rope company, 
misused he cua and in bivesh of duty as a trustee he allowed 
the company’s property to be used for the purposes of his firm. Breach 
of duty by a trustee is treated by the Courts as a breach of contract, 


d Macfadyen would have had no answer to an action against him 
in the Chancery Division for breach of his duty as a director. They 
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cited Ex parte Sheppard, Re Parker (35 W. R. 566, 19 Q. B. D. 84), 
Ez parte Adamson, Re Collie (26 W. R. 890, 8 Ch. D. 807), Emma 
Mining Co. v. Grant (11 Ch. D. 918), Parker v. McKenna (10 Ch. 96), 
and Flitcroft’s case (21 Ch. D. 519).’ Counsel for the respondent con- 
tended that a director was not in the same position as a trustee; he 
was not the owner of the property of the company, and could only 
be held liable as a trustee in respect of property of the company 
which might come into his hands by reason of his being a director. 
In the present case no property came into the bankrupt’s hands as 


a director; it was only as a partner in the firm of Macfadyen & Co. - 


that he was able to get control of the bills of lading. They cited 
Forest of Dean Coal Co. (10 Ch. D. 450) and Smith v. Anderson (15 
Ch. D., at p. 275). [Farwen, L.J., referred to Percival v. White 
(1902, 2 Ch., at p. 425).] 

Tue Court reserved judgment. 

July 31.—Cozens-Harpy, M.R. (after stating the facts).—The 
general rule in bankruptcy is that a creditor cannot prove against the 
joint estate of a firm and the separate estate of a partner in that firm 
unless the partner was at the date of the receiving order liable to 
the creditor in respect of a distinct contract as apart from his liability 
as a member of the firm (Bankruptcy Act, 1885, Schedule 2, r. 18). 
It was decided in Re Parker, Ex parte Sheppard, which decision has 
never been questioned, that where a partner in the firm is a trustee, 
and the trust funds have been misapplied by his firm, he is liable 
in respect of a distinct contract as trustee, and proof can be admitted 
against his separate estate as well as against the joint estate of his 
firm. I think it makes no difference that the trust is not an express 
one, or whether the trust funds have come properly or improperly 
into the hands of the firm. I do not think that the position of a 
director such as was held by the bankrupt in this case can be 
differentiated from that of a trustee. It is true that he is not trustee 
of the property of the company until it comes into his hand, but it 
is none the less his duty to see that it is not misapplied. I have no 
doubt that a bill in Chancery would have lain against a director in 
the circumstances of this case whether the property came into his 
hands as a director or not. I think it follows that the bankrupt here 
was guilty of a breach of trust in dealing with the bills of lading in 
a way which he knew was wrong. The liability of a trustee for 
Fine of trust is a liability for breach of contract, not for tort. 
I hold, therefore, that the bankrupt was liable to the creditors in 
respect of a distinct contract within rule 18 of Schedule 2, and that 
the proof must be admitted against his separate estate. 

Farwe.L., L.J.—The bankrupt in this case was a member of a firm, 
and liable as such for the dealings with the bills of lading. He was 
also a sole contractor by reason of his being a director of the company, 
which involved a fiduciary relation to the company. Directors are 
certainly trustees of property of the company which comes into their 
hands, and in this case the bills of lading came into the control of 
the bankrupt. I agree, therefore, that this appeal must be allowed. 

Kennepy, L.J.—There is no question here but that the bankrupt was 
guilty, together with his partners, of improper dealing with the pro- 
perty of the company. The only question is whether his legal position 
as a director is so far identical with that of a trustee as to imply a 
contractual duty on the part of a director arising out of his acceptance 
of that office. The distinction between the position of a director and 
that of a trustee is pointed out in Smith v. Anderson, but still, the 
liability of a director closely resembles that of a trustee. See Lindley 
on Companies, p. 527. In Marzetti’s case (42 L. T. N. 8., p. 209) 
directors are defined as confidential agents with the liabilities of trus- 
tees, but having a large discretion. Here I think the bankrupt, as a 
director, was guilty of a breach of trust, and that the creditors have 
a right of proof against his separate estate. Appeal allowed.— 
Counse., Bankes, K.C., and S. G. Lushington; Scrutton, K.C., and 
Haneell. Soxicrrors, Freshfields ; Stibbard, Gibson & Co. 

[Reported by P, M, Francre, Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re WEIGHELL. J£:x parte FABER, FAWCETT, & FABER. 
Bigham and Jelf, JJ. 30th July. 

Smatt BankRupTci1esS—BANKRUPTCY 

BankKRuptcy Rutes, 1886- 





Bankruptcy—Costs—T AxaTION 
Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), s. 121 
1890, Rr. 112. 

During the course of a small bankruptcy the Official Receiver, as 
trustee, ‘engioged oh DA to obtain probate of the will of the bank- 
rupt’s wife. The registrar of the county court taxed off two-fifths 
of the profit costs of the solicitors, holding that the steps taken to 
obtain probate were proceedings under the Bankruptcy Act within the 
terms of rule 112 of the Bankruptcy Rules, 1886-1890. : 

Held, that the words “ proceedings under the Act” must be strictly 
construed, and did not apply to proceedings taken outside the Bank- 
ruptcy Court. The Court, however, came to this decision with great 
es ov Mt and only because they felt bound to follow Re Parfitt (37 

. 40). 


W. R. 751, 23 Q. B. D 

Appeal by the solicitors to the Official Receiver, the ex-officio trustee 
in the Romkeneden, from the taxation of their costs in the County 
Court at Stockton-on-Tees. In_ this bankruptcy, the court, being satis- 
fied that the property of the debtor was not likely to exceed in value 
three hundred pounds, made an order that the estate be administered 
in a summary manner under section 121 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, 
and the Official Receiver became ex-officio trustee. During the course 
of the bankruptcy the bankrupt’s wife died, and the Official Receiver 
obtained probate of her will under section 73 of the Probate Act. 
The appellants were employed by the Official Receiver to take the 


for taxation before the registrar of the county court, he disaltowed two- 
fifths of their profit costs under the terms of rule 112 of the Bank- 
ruptcy Rules, 1886-1850, which is as follows :—‘‘(1) The scale of 
costs set forth in the appendix and the regulations contained in such 
scale shall, subject to these rules, apply to the taxation and allowance 
of costs and charges in all proceedings under the Act and these rules. 
(2) Subject to the provisions of No. 1 of the scale of costs, where the 
estimated assets of the debtor do not exceed the sum of three hundred 
pounds, a lower scale of solicitor’s costs shall be allowed in all pro- 
ceedings under the Act in which costs are payable out of the estate, 
namely, three-fifths of the charges codiansity allowed, disbursements 
being added.’’ Counsel for the appellants contended that this rule 
only applied to proceedings under the Bankruptcy Act, not to pro- 
ceedings in courts other than the Bankruptcy Court. The scale of 
costs to which the rule refers only applies to proceedings in bank. 
ruptcy, and contains no items outside such proceedings. Cave, J., in 
Re Parfitt (37 W. R. 751, 23 Q. B. D. 40), laid down that the words 
“‘ proceedings under the Act’’ were to be construed strictly, and 
allowed in that case the full costs of some conveyancing work done by 
the solicitors to the trustee. The London Bankruptcy Court has always 
acted upon this decision. Counsel for the Board of Trade contended 
that the proceedings must be held to come “‘ under the Act,” because, 
apart from the Act, the Official Receiver could never have taken them, 
His sole title to obtain probate was under the Bankruptcy Act. The 
decision in Re Parfitt was wrong, and the Divisional Court were not 
bound to follow it. 

Tue Court (BicHaM and Jetr, JJ.) were both of opinion that if they 
had had to decide the point without the guidance of previous decisions 
they would have held that the obtaining probate in the present case 
was a ‘‘ proceeding under the Act.’’ It was a proceeding rendered 
necessary by the bankruptcy, and could only be taken by virtue of 
the Bankruptc Act. However, as Cave, J., had come to a different 
conclusion in Re Parfitt, and that decision had been acted on for over 
twenty years, and the practice in London had been settled in accordance 
therewith, they felt that they must be bound by that decision and 
allowed the appeal.—CounseL, Hansell ; 8. G. Lushington. Soxicrrors, 
Tatham & Lousada, for Faber, Fawcett & Faber, Stockton-on-Tees ; The 
Solicitor to the Board of Trade. 

[Reported by P. M. Franoxs, Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re HOLMES. Ex parte CLOSE. Bigham and Jelf, JJ. 30th July. 


BaNnKRUPTCY—LEASE—DISCLAIMER—VESTING ORDER—BANKRUPTCY ACT, 
1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), s. 55, suB-secrion 6. 


The bankrupt held a lease of a plot of land for 999 years at £150 a 
year ground-rent, which had been disclaimed by the trustee. The 
bankrupt had divided the plot into five parts, four of which he had 
mortgaged by sub-demise. ; 

Held, that the mortgagees were entitled to a vesting order of the 
whole of the plot by way of compensation for their liability to pay the 
whole of the ground-rent. 

Appeal against a vesting order made by the county court judge at 
York. The appellant, J. W. Close, let a plot of ground to the bank- 
rupt on the 2lst of September, 1899, for years at a ground-rent of 
£150 a year, and the bankrupt covenanted to erect twelve houses 
upon the plot at a cost of £10,000 within twelve months. The 
bankrupt divided up the ground into four plots, upon which he built 
ten houses, and he mortgaged the four plots by sub-demises to four 
different persons. He never built upon the fifth plot, nor did he 
mortgage it, or deal with it in any way. As between himself and his 
mortgagees he apportioned the ground-rent among the four plots to 
the amount of £116, leaving £34 to arise out of the fifth plot. On the 
19th of June, 1907, a receiving order was made against the bankrupt, 
whose trustee disclaimed the lease. The four mortgagees appease 
H. Ashworth, the respondent, trustee of their interests, and he applied 
for, and obtained, a vesting order, vesting in him the whole of the 
land originally demised by Close, inclusive of the fifth plot. Counsel 
for the appellant contended that Ashworth had no right to have the 
fifth plot vested in him as he was not ‘‘a person claiming any interest 
in” or ‘subject to any liability in respect of’ the fifth plot within 
section 55, sub-section 6, of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883. He submitted that 
the fifth plot ought to be vested in Close, the original lessor. Counsel for 
the respondent pointed out that as the rent had never been apportioned 
by the landlord every part of the plot a ge J demised was liable to 
distraint for the le ground-rent. The mortgagees had offered to 
make no claim to the fifth plot if the landlord would apportion the 
rent, but he had refused to do so. If only four-fifths of the land were 
to be vested in them, and they were to be liable for the whole of the 
rent, it was an injustice to them, whereas it was no injustice to the 
landlord to vest the whole plot in the mortgagees, for he would still 
have tenants liable to him for the whole of the rent. It was just that 
the fifth 8 should be delivered to them ‘‘ by way of compensation 


for their liability under the terms of section 55, sub-section 6, of the 


kruptcy Act, 1883. : 
teenie a ithen the four mortgagees applied to the court through 
their trustee for a vesting order each one of them was in such @ 
position that distress might be levied on each of their plots for the 
whole rent reserved by the lease. They applied as persons claiming an 
interest, or under a Viability, in respect of the disclaimed a it 
persons who, if a vesting order were made in favour of the dlord, 
would be injuriously affected. The court had vested the whole plot 
in a trustee for the mortgagees on the terms of their paying the rent 
and performing the obligations under the original lease, so that the — 





necessary steps to obtain probate. When they brought in their bill 
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landlord has all that he had before the bankruptcy, except that, instead 
of the bankrupt, he has privity of estate between himself and the 
trustee, who is a solvent person. He is not injured in any way, and 
the applicants are protected from onerous obli tions. The order 
seems to me to come within the very words of the section. ‘‘ The 
court may make an order for the vesting of the property 
- + + to any person entitled thereto, or to whom it may seem just 
that the same should be delivered by way of compensation for such 
liability aforesaid.”’ 

JeLFr, J.—In deciding this case it is necessary to consider the objects 
of section 55 of the statute. In ordinary course leaseholds pass to the 
trustee in a bankruptcy, but as they may often prove a damnosa hereditas 
the Act provided that the trustee might disclaim them. If there are 
no sub-tenants the matter is quite simple; when the lease has been 
disclaimed the property goes back to the landlord. But as many deal- 
ings with the property may exist, the section deals in wide terms with 
the rights of sub-tenants. The great object of the court is to take 
care on the one hand to properly compensate sub-tenants who are 
liable to rent for all parts of the land and to other consequences, and 
to see on the other hand that the landlord is no worse off than he 
would have been if there had been no disclaimer. Sub-section 6 of sec- 
tion 55 reads: ‘‘ The court may, on application by any person either 
claiming any interest in any disclaimed property, or under any liability 
not ——— by this Act in respect of any disclaimed property ”’— 
that, I think, means the whole of the disclaimed property—‘‘ make an 
order for the vesting of the property in’’—that, again, means the whole 
property—‘‘or delivery thereof to any person entitled thereto, or to 
whom it may seem just that the same should be delivered by way of 
compensation for such liability aforesaid ’’—that clearly implies that 
the court, if necessary, may give the applicants something more than 
they were entitled to before—‘‘or a trustee for him ’’—that enables, 
as in the present case, a simple arrangement to be made settling all 
the rights of the sub-tenants. I think that the order of the county 
court was within both the words and the spirit of the section. Appeal 
dismissed.—CounszL, Frank Mellor; Gore-Browne, K.C., and R. Wat- 
son. Soxricitors, Collyer-Bristow d& Co., for Titley & Paver-Crow, 
Harrogate; Burn & Berridge, for Watson, Son & Smith, Bradford. 

[Roported by P. M, Faancxe, Barrister at- Law, | 





Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 
HAMPSON ». HAMPSON. Gorell Barnes, P. 20th and 27th July. 


Divorce—Dovuste MArRIAGE—RECTIFICATION OF Decrees NIsI AND 
ABSOLUTE. 


A wife, who had been married both before a registrar and in church, 
petitioned for a divorce, but in her petition and during the proceedings 
only disclosed the fact of the subsequent religious ceremony. The error 
was discovered after the decree absolute had been pronounced. On 
motion to rectify decrees, 

Gorell Barnes, P., granted the application provided that the petition 
was amended and affidavit filed showing service upon the respondent. 


Motion to rectify divorce decrees. It appeared that on the 13th of 
March, 1899, Leah Susan Hampson, née Greenberg, married Thomas 
Birch Hampson at the Chorlton Register Office, Manchester, but, on 
the 2lst of June following, was remarried to him at St. Mary’s, Snow 
Hill, Birmingham. She petitioned for a divorce on the 1st of October, 
1906, on the ground of her husband’s adultery and cruelty. The suit 
was undefended, and on the 28th of January, 1907, a decree nisi was 
pronounced, which was made absolute on the 28th of August, 1907. 
In the petition and during the hearing the religious ceremony was alone 
referred to, Mrs. Hampson believing that that ceremony was the binding 
one. The error had only been discovered recently, and the petitioner 
now sought to rectify the decrees nisi and absolute. Counsel admitted 
that he was unable to find any authority in point, but submitted that 
the court had full discretion in the matter. The respondent had had 
notice of the motion. 

GoreLt Barnes, P., said that he would grant the motion, provided 
that the petition was amended by inserting the date of the first mar- 
riage, und that an affidavit of service upon the respondent was filed.— 
Counset, Willcock. Soxicrrors, Lumley & Lumley. 

[Reported by Diesy Corzs-Paxspy, Barrister-at-Law. ] 





Court of Criminal Appeal. 
RB. v. SOCKETT. 3ist July. 


Crmmmat Law—Appeat—Woman ConsENTING TO USE oF INSTRUMENT 
To Procure Her Own MIsSCARRIAGE—INDICTMENT FOR AIDING AND 
AsettiInGc—No ALLEGATION IN INDICTMENT OF PREGNANCY—OFFENCES 
Acainst THE Person Act, 1861 (24 & 25 Vicr. c. 100), s. 58. 


| A. can be convicted of being ‘present, aiding and abetting and 
assisting’’ B. to use an instrument upon A. with the intent to procure 
the miscarriage of A. under section 58 of the Offences Against the 
Person Act, 1861, although there is no allegation in the indictment that 
the accused was ‘‘ with child” at the time of the offence. 


Sockett was indicted at the Warwick Assizes, before Darling, J., for 
that she feloniously was present aiding, abetting and assisting one 


Rowland to use an igstrument on Sockett with the intent to procure 
the miscarriage of Sockett. There was no allegation in the indictmen’ 
that Sockett was ‘‘ with child’’ at the time the offence was committed. 
It appeared from the evidence that Sockett visited the house of 
Rowland, and there allowed Rowland to use an instrument upon her. 
The jury convicted Sockett and also Rowland, who was indicted,in the 
same indictment with Sockett, and they found as a fact that Sockett 
was pregnant at the time. Sockett appealed. By section 58 of the 
Offences Against the Person Act, 1861: ‘‘Every woman being with 
child, who, with intent to procure her own miscarriage, shall unlaw- 
fully administer to herself any poison or other noxious thing, or shall 
unlawfully use any instrument or other means whatsoever with the 
like intent, and whosoever, with intent to procure the mis i of 
any woman, whether she be or be not with child, shall unlawfully 
administer to her, or cause to be taken by her, any poison or other 
noxious thing, or shall unlawfully use any instrument or other means 
whatsoever with the like intent, shall be guilty of felony.’’ It was 
contended for the appellant that if she was indicted for the first 
offence in the section, the indictment was bad upon the face of it, as 
there was no allegation that she was ‘‘ with child’’ at the time the act 
was committed. urther, she could not be indicted as a principal in 
the second degree as assisting in the last offence set out in the section 
when the facts shewed that, if she was guilty, it was as a principal of 
the first degree of the first-mentioned offence. It could not be that 
she was liable for consenting to the perpetration of an offence b 
another, for which she would not be lable if she had committed it 
herself. Reg. v. Whitchurch (1890, 24 Q. B. D. 420) shewed that she 
should have been indicted for conspiracy. Reg. v. Tyrell (1894, 1 
Q. B. 710) was cited. 

Tue Court (Lord Atverstone, C.J., and Lawrance and Darina, 
JJ.) upheld the conviction, 

Lord ALVERSTONE saying that though it was curious that the two 
offences differed in this particular, there was no reason why Sockett 
should not be convicted of — and abetting the second offence set 
out in the section.—Counsgx, L. G. Sturge; R. T. G. Tangye. 

(Reported by C, G. Moray, Barrister-at-Law.) 


New Orders, &c. 


Draft Land Transfer Rules. 


THE LAND TRANSFER RULES, 1908, DATED 
1908, MADE IN PURSUANCE OF SECTION 111 OF THE 
LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1875,* AND OF SECTION 22 OF 
THE LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1897.+ 


Lanp Recistry. 
Land Transfer Acts, 1875 and 1897. 


I, The Right Honourable Robert Threshie Baron Loreburn, Lord 
High Chancellor of Great Britain, with the advice and assistance of 
the Honourable Sir Matthew Ingle Joyce, Knight, a Judge of the 
Chancery Division of the High Court of Justice, chosen by the Jud 
of that Division, Charles Fortescue Brickdale, ., Registrar of the 
Land Registry, Philip Spencer Gregory, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, chosen 
by the General Council of the Bar, James William Clark, Esq., one 
of His Majesty’s Counsel, chosen by the Board of Agriculture, and 
Richard Pennington, Esq., Solicitor, chosen by the Council of the Law 
Society, by virtue and in pursuance of the Land Transfer Acts, 1875 
and 1897, and of all other powers and authorities noleng in that 
behalf, do make the following General Rules for the purpose of carrying 
the said Acts into execution. 
Dated this day of » 1908. 








) 
Rules 18 to 49 inclusive of the Land Transfer Rules, 1903, ara 
abrogated, and the following Rules are substituted therefor :— 


General Provisions. 


18. Application for registration shall be made by delivering at the 
Registry either :— 
(i.) a written application to the effect of Form 1, 2, or 3 (as the 
case may require) in the First Schedule hereto, or, 
(ii.) if the Registrar shall think fit, the draft entries for the 
Register, approved by the cet or his solicitor. 
19. The application shall (unless the Registrar shall otherwise direct) 
be accompanied by— 

(i.) all such original deeds and documents relating to the title as 
the applicant has in hi ion or under his control, 
including opinions of counsel, abstracts of title, con- 
tracts for or conditions of sale, requisitions, replies and 
other like documents, in regard to the title, an 

(ii.) a copy or sufficient abstract of the latest document of title, 
not being a document of record, and 

(iii.) sufficient particulars, by oo or otherwise, to enable the 

: land to be fully identified on the Ordnance Map or Land 
Re istry General Map, 

and a list in duplicate of all documents delivered at the Registry shall 

be left with the documents. 

20. If the applicant for registration desires to annex conditions to 

the land under the provisions of Section 84 of the Act of 1875, as 


* $8 & 39 Vict. ©. 67. ‘+ 60 & 61 Vict. c, 66, 














__930 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 





Aug. 15, 1908. 








amended by the Act of 1897, such conditions shall be stated in or 
delivered with the application. 

21. When the application is for registration in the name of a 
nceminee, or is Bo by a purchaser, the consent in writing of the 
hominee, or of the vendor or his solicitor, shall be delivered with the 
nage cetien. 

. Where any land comprised in an application for registration is 
below high-water mark at ordinary spring tides, the fact shall be 
stated in the application, and such notices (if any) as may be required 
by Section 66 of the Act of 1875 shall be served through the Registry. 

23. Applications delivered at the Registry shall be entered in a book 
in the order in which they are delivered, and shall be numbered 
accordingly. 

24. The title shown by the documents accompanying the application 
shall be examined by or under the superintendence of the Registrar in 
accordance with the usual conveyancing practice, and he may make 
such searches and further inquiries and give such notices to tenants 
and occupiers and other persons as he may deem expedient. 

25. Where land is proposed to be registered with Absolute or Good 
Leasehold title, the whole or any portion of the examination of the 
title may be referred by the Registrar, if he thinks fit, for the opinion 
of one of the Examiners of Title mentioned in Rule 313, and the 
Registrar may act on such opinion. 

26. All searches and inquiries which the Registrar may consider neces- 
sary in the examination of, or in relation to, the title shall be made by 
such person and in such manner as the Registrar shall direct. 

27. Where land is proposed to be registered with Absolute or Good 
Leasehold title, and either (1) the land has been sold or purchased 
under an order of the Court, or (2) has been registered with Possessory 
or Qualified title for six years, the first proprietor having been a 
urchaser on sale, or (3) it shall appear to the Registrar that the title 
oe been sufficiently investigated on a transaction for value, the examina- 
tion of the title may be modified in such manner as the Registrar 
may think fit. 

28. Subject to the provisions of Rules 30 and 54, before any registra- 
tion is completed with Absolute or Good Leasehold title, an advertise- 
ment shall be inserted in the London Gazette and in such local or other 
newspaper or newspapers and in such manner as shall be fixed by the 
Registrar in each case. 

The advertisement shall give the name and address of the person to 
be registered, the short description of the land, and the situation 
thereof, and shall require objections (if any) to be made before the 
expiration of a stated period not less than one month from the appear- 
ance of the advertisement in the London Gazette. 

. The fee to be paid by the Registry for each advertisement in 
the London Gazette shall be five shillings. 

30. If the land be situate in a district in which registration of title 
is compulsory on sale, and the applicant is a purchaser on a sale com- 
pleted within the year preceding the application, an advertisement shall 
not, unless the Registrar thinks it necessary or advisable, be issued 
in any of the following cases, namely : 

(a2) Where the land is subject to the jurisdiction of the Middlesex 
or Yorkshire Registries of Deeds, and the title does not 
depend on proof of pedigree. 

(4) Where, within two years before the date of the application, the 
land has been offered for sale by public auction and has been 
sold at or after such auction. 

(c) Where the value of the land does not exceed £500. 

(d) Where the land, being freehold, is identical with or included in 
the land described in and conveyed by a title deed dated 
more than twelve years before the application, and dealt with 
by the subsequent documents of title (if any), and the 
Registrar is satisfied that possession, or receipt of the rents 
and profits, has been continuously enjoyed in accordance with 
the title from the date of such title deed, and the subse- 
quent title does not depend upon proof of pedigree. 

(e) Where the land, being leasehold, is identical with or included 
in the land described in and demised by the lease and dealt 
with by the subsequent documents of title (if any), and the 
Registrar is satisfied that possession, or receipt of the rents 
and profits, has been continuously enjoyed in accordance 
with the title from the date of the lease, and the title does 
not depend on proof of pedigree. 


31. Any person may, by notice in writing, signed by himself or his 
soliciter and delivered at the Registry before the completion of the 
registration, object to the registration. Such notice shall state concisely 
the grounds of the objection and give an address in England or Wales 
of the person objecting to which all notices and other communications 
for him may be sent through the post. 

32. The Registrar shall thereupon give notice to the applicant of the 
objection, and the title shall not be registered until the objection has 
been withdrawn or otherwise disposed of. The applicant may obtain an 
appointment before the Registrar for the hearing of any objection, and 
the objector shall have at least seven clear days’ notice of such 
appointment. 

33. The Registrar shall hear and determine the objection, ‘subject 
to appeal to the Court. If the objector does not appear at the time 
appointed, his objection shall be treated as withdrawn unless the 
Registrar allows another appointment to be made. At the hearing of 


the objection any party may be heard in person or by his counsel or 
sclicitor. 





same manner as is directed with respect to applications made under 
Rule 215, unless the applicant for registration consents to the entry 
being made. : 

35. No registration with Absolute title shall be made until and unless 
the Registrar approves of the title, but if upon an application for-regis- 
tration with Possessory title the Registrar approves of the title the 
registeation may (subject to the provision of Rule 53) be completed 
with Absolute or Good Leasehold title, unless the applicant upon notice 
objects. 

56. If it appears to the Registrar, upon the examination of the 
title, that a Qualified title only ought to be entered on the 
Register, and the applicant on being informed thereof requests 
in writing that such Qualified title shall be entered, the 
Registrar shall frame the proper entries for the Register, and 
shall obtain the applicant’s approval of them, and shall register the 
Qualified title accordingly, whether the application was for registra- 
tion with Absolute or with Possessory title. 

37. In any case where the registration is not made with Absolute 
Good Leasehold or Qualified title under Rule 35 or Rule 36 but the 
documents afford prima facie evidence of the applicant’s right to apply 
for registration as first proprietor the registration shall be completed 
vith Possessory title, but in cases of application for registration with 
Absolute or Good Leasehold title registration with Possessory title shall 
not be made without the consent of the applicant. : 

Where the applicant has no documents of title in his possession or 
under his control a statutory declaration by the applicant in Form 4 
in the First Schedule hereto may, if the Registrar be satisfied on 
inquiry or otherwise that the applicant is in possession or receipt of 
the rents and profits of the land, be taken as prima facie evidence of 
his right to apply for registration as first proprietor. 

38. In all cases the entries for the Register and the plan shall be 
drawn or settled by the Registrar, and, unless the Registrar shall think 
it unnecessary, approved by the applicant or his solicitor. 

39. Where the estate of the first registered proprietor is or may be 
subject to a restraint on alienation, the Registrar shall enter a restric- 
tion protecting any such restraint in such manner and form as-he shall 
think fit. 

40. If the Registrar is of opinion that an Absolute or Good Lease- 
hold title may be registered at the expiration of a certain period or on 
the occurrence of a particular event, he may (unless the applicant upon 
notice objects) enter a note of the fact, and, on the expiration cf that 
period, or on proof to his satisfaction of the occurrence of the event, 
he may. if he think fit, register the title as Absolute or Good Leasehold 
accordingly. In the meantime the title shall be registered in the then 
proper manner. 

41. Incumbrances, conditions, and other burdens (including fee farm 
grants, or other yrants reserving rents or services) to which the land 
may be subject, shall be entered in the Register in accordance with 
the title produced ; and may be entered either directly, or by reference 
to the instruments by which they are created, or by setting out extracts 
therefrom. 

42. Where the Registrar requires evidence under Section 70 of the 
Act of 1875 that all instruments and facts affecting the title have been 
disclosed, such evidence may consist of a statutory declaration con- 
taining such particulars as he may deem necessary. 

43. If in any case of registration with Possessory title it is proved 
to the satisfaction of the Registrar by the statutory declaration of the 
applicant’s solicitor, or otherwise, that any document of title required 
to be marked under section 72 of the Act of 1875 cannot be produced, 
the Registrar may complete the registration without such production. 

44. Where in any case of registration with Possessory title the deeds 
produced to be marked under Section 72 of the Act of 1875 are 
numerous, the Registrar may act upon a statutory declaration by the 
solicitor of the applicant to the effect that all the lands included in 
the application are dealt with by the deeds produced, and that the 
deeds produced are all the deeds necessary to be marked, for the 
purposes of that section, in order to give notice to any person dealing 
with the land of the fact of registration. ‘ 

45. When all objections (if any) have been disposed of, and the time 
fixed by the advertisements and notices (if any) has expired, and it 
has been determined with what title the registration is to be made, 
and the requirements of Sections 70 and 72 of the Act of 1875 have 
been complied with, the registration shall be completed as of the ke 
on which and of the priority in which the application was delive 
and the document of title, other than such as have under the Rules 
be retained in the Registry, shall be delivered to the applicant. 

The land certificate shall thereupon be prepared, and shall either be 
delivered to the proprietor or be deposited in the Registry, as the 
proprietor may prefer. 5 et :  - 

46. Where the land-included in any application for registration ™ 
subject to the jurisdiction of the Middlesex or Yorkshire Registries of 
Deeds, the registration shall. be deemed, for the purpose of removing 
the land from that jurisdiction, te,have taken. place at the beginning 
of the day on which the application is delivered at. the Land Registry, 
and prior to any registration on that day of a memorial in the local 


Deed Registry. 
ee gistr} IL 


Rule 50 of the Land Transfer Rules, 1903, is abrogated. 


IIT. 
For Rule 53 of the Land Transfer Rules, 1903, the following # 
substituted :— 





34. Where any person objecting to registration desires to have any 
entry for his protection made in the Register, he shall proceed in the . 


53. No person shall be registered as proprietor of leasehold: land 
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with Absolute title until and unless the title both to the leasehold and 
to the freehold, and to any intermediate leasehold that may exist, is 
approved by the Registrar, and no person shall be registered as pro- 
piietor of leasehold land with Good Leasehold title until and unless 
the title_to the leasehold interest is approved by the Registrar. 
IV. 
In Rule 58 of the Land Transfer Rules, 1903, the words ‘‘an 


Absolute title, or a Good Leasehold title, to leasehold land is required 
and”’ shall be omitted. 


7. 
At the end of Rule 70 of the Land Trarisfer Rules, 1903, the follow- 
ing words shall be added :—“ not being an assignment or surrender to 


the owner of the immediate reversion executed on or after the first 
day of October, 1908, and containing a declaration that the term is to 
merge in such reversion.” 

fa 


Rule 301 of the Land Transfer Rules, 1903, is abrogated, and the 
following Rule is substituted therefor :— 

301..—(a) Appeals under section 116 of the Act of 1875 shall be by 
motion 

(6) All other applications to the Court shall be made to a Judge of 
the Chancery Division in Chambers. 

(c) Notice of any application requiring the Registrar to do or omit 
to do any particular thing, and not intended to raise a question between 
the applicant and any other person, shall be served in the first instance 
on the Registrar only, but the Court may direct notice to be given 
to any other person who in the opinion of the Court ought to have such 


nctice. 
Vil. 
Rules 330 and 335 of the Land Transfer Rules, 1903, are abrogated. 


VIII. 


In Rule 336 of the Land Transfer Rules, 1903, paragraph A is 
Brogan and the following paragraphs are substituted for paragraphs 
b and D :— 

B. For conversion (except under Rule 40) of a Possessory or 
Qualified title into an Absolute or Good Leasehold title, where the 
sclicitor has acted for the applicant on the occasion of a transfer for 
value, or charge, or transfer for value of a charge; the remuneration 
shall be (in addition to the remuneration otherwise payable for the 
transfer, charge, or transfer of charge) that prescribed in the Second 
Schedule hereto. 

D. In applying the seales in the Second Schedule to the Land 
Transfer Rules, 1903, to the case of a transfer of registered freehold 
land wholly or partly in consideration of a rent, the remuneration shall 
be calculated upon the value of the rent taken at twenty-five years’ 
purchase, plus the amount of money payment or premium, if any. 
Provided that the remuneration for registration, where no title is inves- 
tigated, shall not exceed the charges of the Solicitor of the grantee 
under the Remuneration Order, 1882, for pertsal of the draft convey- 
ance and for completion. 

1X. 


Forms 1 to 5 inclusive and Form 70 in the First Schedule to the 
Land Transfer Rules of 1903 are abrogated. 


: FF 
In the Second Schedule to the Land Transfer Rules of 1903 the 


whole of Part I., and the words ‘‘—(1) First Registration with 
Possessory Title and (2)’’ in the heading of Part II. are abrogated. 


XI. 
These Rules may be cited as the Land Transfer Rules, 1908, and 
shall come into operation on the 1st day of October, 1908. 


The First Schedule. 


Form 1.—Application for Registration as First Proprietor of Freehold 
Land. (Rule 18 (i.).) 


Lanp Recistry. 
Land Transfer Acts, 1875 and 1897. 
I, A.B., of &c., hereby apply for registration as proprietor, with 


Absolute (or Possessory) title, of the freehold property in the parish 
of in the County of pe! oe in the 
accompanying conveyance (vr other instrument, as the case may be) 
dated the 0 , made between C.D., of the one 
part and myself (or E.F. of, &c.) of the other part (or shown and 
edged with red on the accompanying plan, or other particulars sufficient 
to enable the property to be fully identified on the Ordnance Map or 
Land Hegistry General Map), and I declare as follows :— 

l. (Where the applicant is a purchaser on sale.) I purchased the 
property from the said C.D. on the of » and paid 
the whole of the purchase money of £ to him (or otherwise 
as the case may be), G.H., of » Solicitor, acting as my 
solicitor in the matter. 

or (when the applicant is not a purchaser on sale) 

I have been in possession (or receipt of the rents and profits) of the 
property for upwards of years. 

2. 1 am entitled for my own benefit to the fee simple in the property 
(or otherwise as the case may be) and am not aware of any contract or 
agreement for sale, or of any mortgage, charge, lien, lease, agreement 
for lease, restrictive covenant, or other incumbrance (if so, except as 





stated in the said conveyance or in the Schedule hereto) affecting thé 
property or any part thereof: 

3. I am not aware of any oe or doubt affecting the title to the 
property or any part thereof, or of any matter or thing whereby the 
title is or may be impeached, affected, or called in question in any 
manner whatsoever. 

4. The deeds and documents mentioned in the accompanying list 
signed by me and dated, &c., are all the deeds and documents i 
to the title which I have in my possession or under my control, in- 
cluding opinions of counsel, abstracts, contracts, and conditions ‘of sale, 
requisitions, replies, and other like documents in regard to the title. 

‘ote.—The application may be signed by the applicant or (except 
where a nominee is to be registered) by his solicitor.. The declaration 
may be signed by the applicant or his solicitor, or in part by the 
2+ sean and in part by his solicitor, the necessary alterations in 
either case being made in the form. 


Tue ScHepute, if necessary, 


(to contain short particulars of the contracts, incumbrances, leases, &c., 
tf any, referred to in the declaration.) 


Form 2.—Application for Registration as First Proprietor of Leasehold 
pee 1 (Rule 18 (i.).) 
Lanp Reoistry. 
Land Transfer Acts, 1875 and 1897. 


I, A.B., of &c., hereby apply for registration as proprietor with Good 
Leasehold (or Absolute or Possessory) title of the leasehold property . 
y 


the parish of in the County of » demi 
the accompanying lease dated the of , made between 
C.D. of &c., of the one part and E.F. of &c., of the other part, 
for years from the . of » and parti 


described therein (or in the accompanying assignment dated, &c., or 
any other particulars sufficient to enable the land to be fully identified 
on the Ordnance Map or Land Registry General Map), and I declare 
as follows :— ; 

1. (Where the applicant is a purchaser on sale:) I purchased.the 
property from G.H. of &c., on the of , and paid the 
whole of the purchase money of £ to him (or otherwise as 
the case may be), K.L. of , solicitor, acting as my 
solicitor in the matter. 

or (where the applicant is not a purchaser on sale) . 

I have been in possession (or receipt of the rents and profits) of the 
property for upwards of years. : 

2. I am entitled for my own benefit to the property (or otherwise as 
the case may be) and am not aware of any contract or agreement for 
sale, or of any mortgage, charge, lien, sub-leage, agreement for sub- 
lease, 1estrictive covenant, or other inéumbrance (i/ so, except as stated 
in the said assignment, or in the Schedule hereto) affecting the property 
or any part thereof. " ; 

am not aware of any question or doubt affecting the title to the 
said leasehold interest in the property or any part thereof, or of an 
matter or thing whereby the title is or may impeached, affec 
or called in question in any manner whatsoever. 
4. As (4) in Form 1. 


(Schedule as in Form 1.) 
See Note to Form 1. 


Form 3.—Application for Registration as First Proprietor by the 
original Lessee of Leasehold Land, (Rule 18 (i.).) 

Heading and application as in Form 2 down to “‘and I declare as 
follows :-—.”’ 

1. I am the lessee named in the lease. 1 am entitled for my own 
benefit to the property (or otherwise as the case may be) and I have 
not entered into any agreement or contract for sale, or restrictive 
covenant, or created any mortgage, charge, lien, sub-lease, agreement 
for sub-lease, or other incumbrance (if so, except as stated in the 
Schedule hereto) affecting the property or any part thereof. 


(Schedule as in Form 1.) 
See Note to Form 1. 


Form 4.—Statutory Declaration by an Applicant for Registration with 
a Possessory Title where no documents are produced. (Rule 37.) 


Lanp Reaistry. 
Land Transfer Acts, 1875 and 1897. 

I, A.B. of &c., solemnly and sincerely declare as follows :— 1 
1. I and my predecessors in title have been in possession (or recei 
of the rents and ar (describe the property) for —— 

years last \. 
; 2, 3, as 2, $ in the declaration in Form 1 or 2 as the case may require. 
4. Account for the absence of documents. 
And I make &e. ‘ 
The Second Schedule. 
Solicitor’s remuneration under Rule 336, paragraph B. 
For the first £1,000 0. sa) ee he 6s. per £100. 
,, second and third £1,000 .. ...  ..  —... 48. oS 
,, fourth and each subsequent £1,000 up to £10,000 2s. 9 
for each subsequent £1,000 up to £100,000... ics eh 
ty’ Raat exceeding £100,000 to be charged for as if it were 
£100,000. : 
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Fractions of £100 under £50 to be reckoned as £50. 
Fractions of £100 above £50 to be reckoned as £100. 
Minimum fee, one guinea. 


Draft Land Transfer Fee Order. 


THE LAND TRANSFER FEE ORDER, 1908, DATED 
1908, MADE IN PURSUANCE OF SECTION 112 OF THE 
LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1875,* AND OF SECTION 22 OF 
THE LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1897.t 
Lanp RectstrRy. 
Land Transfer Acts, 1875 and 1897. 


I, The Right Honourable Robert Threshie Baron Loreburn, Lord 
High Chancellor of Great Britain, with the consent of the Treasury 
and with the advice and assistance of the Honourable Sir Matthew 
Ingle Joyce, Knight, a Judge of the Chancery Division of the High 
Court o Justice, chosen by the Judges of that Division, Charles 
Fortescue Brickdale, Esq., Registrar of the Land Registry, Philip 
Spencer Gregory, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, chosen by the General 
Council of the Bar, James William Clark, Esq., one of His Majesty’s 
Counsel, chosen by the Board of Agriculture, and Richard Pennington, 
Esq., Solicitor, chosen by the Council of the Law Society, by virtue 
and in pursuance of the Land Transfer Atts, 1875 and 1897, and of 
all other powers and authorities enabling in that behalf, do make the 
following General Rules for the purpose of carrying the said Acts 
into execution. 

, 1908. 


Dated this 
Subject to the Rules hereinafter contained, the following fees shall 


be a for the several matters hereunder specified. 


day of 


pe ) ntry of first proprietorship of land (except as in paragraph 
Value of Land, Fee, 
Notepceeding £100. 12s, 
Exceeding os. but not exceeding £325 | £1. 
2 £326 eo ~~ 81,000 | 1a, €d. for every £25, or part of £25, 
0 £1,000 pes eo £3'000 £3 for the first £1,000, and is. for every 
| £25, or part of £6 over £1,000, 
oo £3,000 * o £10,000 | £7 for the first £3,000, and Is. for every 
£50 or part of £50 over £3,000, 
ss £10,000... £14 for the first £10,000 and 1s. for every 
£100 or part of 2100 over £10,000, 


(B.) (i.) Riehdiediion of— 
(a) charges except charges by way of additional, or substituted 
security where the original security is or was a registered 
charge, and 
(5) transfers of land, except as in paragraph (C) and not being 
by way of partition or exchange, and 
(c) transfers of charges, 
made ior valuable consideration other than marriage, and 
(ii.) Entries and corrections in the Register under Rule 151 of the 
Land Transfer Rules, 1903, and 
(iii.) Removal of land from the register. 


Value of Land or Amonnt of Charge. Fee. 


Not exceeding £50,000 ... 
Exceeding £60,000 and not excecdinz 
£100,000 


Exceeding £100,(00 


1s. 6d. for every £25 or part of £25, 

For the firat £50,000 at the rate aforrsaid, 
and £1 10s. for every £1,000 or part of 
£1,0.0 over £50,000, 

As for £100,000. 


“C) 6 (i.) .) Registration of 
(a) Transmissions, and 
(6) Transfers and charges not falling within paragraphs B and 
D, and 
{ii.) Rectification of the Register under the 95th Section of the Act 
of 1875, and 
-{iii.) Entries and corrections in the Register under Rules 155 and 
1s. per £100, or part of £100, of the capital value of the interest 
dealt with ; with a maximum of £2. 
(D.) (i.) Entry of first proprietorship of leasehold land, where the 
original lessee or his personal representative is the applicant, and 
(ii.) Entry of first Aer gmap of freehold land on the occasion 
of a grant wholly or partly in consideration of a rent, and 
(iii.) Registration of a ienater of freehold land on a like occasion :— 
(1.) (a) In all cases except mining leases and leases at rack rent :— 





Amount of Annual Rent. | Fee. 








Not exceeding £6 
Exc.eding 25 and not exceeding 250 


Exceeding 250 and not exceeding £1/0 
Exceeding £150 ... 


10 
los. for the first 26 and 2s, for every £5 or 
part of £5 over £5, 
| £1 8s, for the first 250 and 1s. for every 
£5 or part of £5 over £60. 
£2 8s. for the first £150 and 64, for every 
£5 or part of 25 over £150. 





¢ 60 & 61 Vict, c, 65, 


* 38 & 30 Vict, c, 87. 








(5) Leases at rack rent :— 


Amount of Annual Rent. | Fee. 








Not exceeding £100 -- | 38. for every £2) or part of £20, but not 
less in any case than 10s. 
Exceeding’ £1C0 and not exceeding £500 ... | 15s. for the first £100 and 1s, for every 
£20 or part of £20 over £100, 
Exceeding £500 ... ae ie ae .-- | &1 16a, for the first £500 and 1s. for every 
| £60 or part of £50 over £500, 





(c) Where the lease, grant, or transfer is partly in consideration 
of a money payment or premium, and partly of a rent, then, 
in addition to the fee in respect of the rent, there shall be 
paid a further sum equal to the fee which would be payable 
on the first registration or transfer, as the case may be, if 
the value of the land were equal to such money payment or 
premium. 

(d) Where a varying rent is payable, the amount of annual rent 
means the largest amount of annual rent payable. 

(2.) Mining leases :—five pounds. 

(E.) Entry of a notice, under Section 50 of the Land Transfer Act, 
1875, of a lease or sub-lease by way of security for money :— 

(a.) Where a charge for the money secured by the lease or sub-lease 
has rig d been registered, or is p> Ree together with the notice :— 

(i.) If the amount secured does not exceed £1,000, one shilling 
for every £100 or part of £100 of the amount secured 

(ii.) If the amount secured exceeds £1,000, ten shillings. 

(b) In other cases :— 

The same fee as for the registration of a 
secured by the lease or sub-lease. 

(F.) Conversion of a possessory title into a qualified good leasehold, 
or absolute title: or of a qualified title into a good leasehold or 
absolute title: or of a good leasehold into an absolute title, except 
in Gases coming under Rule 40 of the (General Rules, and 
in cases where the application for conversion is made after the 
payment of the fee prescribed in paragraph B. (i.) & for a transfer 
for value of land, in which cases no fee shall be charged :— 

The same fee as prescribed in paragraph A for entry of first pro- 
wrietorship of land, subject to such abatement (if any) as the 
Registrar shall deem reasonable, in any case in whic h the full 
fee appears to him excessive, having regard to the amount of 
time and labour involved. 

In cases coming under the 14th paragraph of the First Schedule to 
the Land Registry (Middlesex Deeds) Act, 1891, the amount of any 
fee paid on registration with possessor title shall be allowed for. 

(G.) Registration of proprietorship of an incumbrance prior to regis- 
tretion, except where registered on the entry of first proprietorship 
of land with absolute title, good leasehold title, or qualified title; 
and of a transfer or transmission of such incumbrance :— 

The same fee as for registration of a charge, or of a transfer or 
transmission thereof respectively. 

(H.) A Land Certificate or Certificate of Charge, except on first 
registration or on any other occasion when required by the Acts or 
Rules to be issued free of charge :— 

Where the value of the land or amount of the charge does not 
exceed £1,000, 10s. 

Where it exceeds £1,000, £1. 

and in either case such further fee as the Registrar shall prescribe for 
copies of plans—if any. 

(1.) Altering a Land Certificate or Certificate of Charge to corres 
pond with the Register, except where such alteration is required by 
the Acts or Rules to be made free of charge, or is made at the same 
time as some entry in the Register :— 

Where the value of the land or amount of the charge does not 
exceed £1,000, 5s. 

Where it exceeds £1,000, 10s. 

and in either case such further fee as the Registrar shall prescribe for 
altering or preparing copies of plans—if any. 


(J.) 


charge for the amount 


Registering an_ inhibition ‘ 

Alteration or withdrawal of an inhibition 
Registering a caution, restriction, or priority notice 
Alteration or withdrawal of a caution or restriction 


L.) 
2.) 
3.) 
4.) 
5.) Annexing conditions to land 
6.) 
7.) 
8.) 
9.) 


COSCCOFY, 
— ie 


Discharging or altering conditions - 
Entering notice of an estate in dower or by the curtesy 0 
Entering a note or notice under the 18th Section of the 
Act of 1875 
An entry negativing or altering implied covenants, 
wers, or priorities * 
0.) Filing a supplementary statement of incumbrances 0 
iL Entering notice of - lease or sub-lease (not bein 
lease or sub-lease i way of security for money * 0 
(12.) Any entry or cancel tion on the Register for which 
the Registrar considers a fee should be ane 
and for which no other fee is prescribed 0 
(13.) Entering an additional address for service 0 2 
(14.) Entering notice of oe: or intended ; of a 
Certificate 0 


ao OM HT AMaMooo” 
o co ce seoooooo* 


“a 1.) Preparing or settling a statement for the Court 0 10 
(2.) Examination of a married woman vider an officer of the 


ee ’ ; .. 010 
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£ 8. d. 
(3.) Comparing abstracts with deeds by officers of the 
gistrxy—per hour Be ies oc oe ia? ae 
(4.) Perusing draft document submitted to the Registrar 
for approval ors ies pat ae Se ore 
(5.) Certificate of result of official search :— 
(a) of the Register—per title ... es as out 
(b) of the index of proprietors’ names—per name 0 
(c) of the index map .... ed ve oes iy 
and if the Jand in respect of which the search is made ex- 
ceeds an acre : Such further fee, according to the time and 
labour employed, as the Registrar shall prescribe. 
(6.) Furnishing information under Rule 286 x ie 
(7.) A Summons ¢ i aa ee Fe ee 
(8.) Inspection of any document not referred to on the 
Register sai bos sea iis sea se 
(9.) Taking an affidavit or declaration 
(10.) Each exhibit thereto SA ae ‘az ae es 
(11.) Office copies 3d. per folio, with a minimum fee of 
(12.) — of plans : Such charges, according to time and 
labour employed, as the Registrar shall prescribe. 


0 
5 0 
5 0 
5 0 


oocoo 
Nore co an 
Aono oo 


RULEs. 


1. Where the amount of a fee is immediately ascertainable, it shall 
be paid on the delivery of the application. 

2. Where the amount of a fee is not immediately ascertainable, or 
where expenses for advertisements or otherwise will be incurred by 
the registry, such deposit on account shall be made as the Registrar 
shall require. 

3. All fees shall be paid in Land Registry stamps, impressed or 
adhesive, as laid down in the order in that behalf made under the 
Public Offices Fees Act, 1879. Land Registry stamps shall be pur- 
chasable in the Registry, and may be paid for by bankers’ draft or 
by postal or post office order or by cheque drawn to the order of The 
Land Registry or The Registrar or Assistant Registrar, or in Bank 
of England notes or cash. Provided that when the fees are paid by 
cheque the registration sha]l not be completed until due time has been 
allowed for the cheque to be cleared, and that if the cheque is not 
honoured, the application for registration shall be cancelled and the 
document tendered for registration returned to the applicant. Remit- 
tances by post not exceeding 1s. may be made in postage stamps. 

4. The above fees include, in the matters to which they a all 
necessary stationery and mapping done in the Registry; the prepara- 
tion, issue, endorsement, and deposit of certificates, wherever such issue, 
endorsement, or deposit is obligatory ; discharges of incumbrances; the 
filing of auxiliary documents (if any); and all other necessary costs 
of and incidental to the completion of each registration or transaction. 

They also include, in districts where registration of title is com- 
pulsory, any surveying that may be necessary to enable the land to be 
identified on the ordnance map or Land Registry General Map. But 
where boundaries are to be noted on the Register as ‘‘ accurately 
defined,’’ such additional charges may be made to cover the cost of 
the necessary inquiries, mapping, surveying, and notices as the Regis- 
trar shall in each case deem reasonable. 

5. If in the course of any proceeding the Registrar consults counsel, 
or applies to a solicitor or other person (other than the applicant or 
his solicitor, agent, or servant) to produce a document, certificate, or 
plan, or to supply a copy thereof, or to do any act, or to furnish any 
information, or if he directs service of a notice, publication of an 
advertisement, or the making of a survey, journey, or inquiry, the 
costs so incurred shall be defrayed as follows :— 

(a.) In the case of an application for first registration with 
possessory title, they shall be defrayed by the Registry ; 

(5.) In any other case they may, if the Registrar shall think fit, 
be defrayed by the Registry, but otherwise shall be defrayed 
by thé applicant : provided that in no case shall an applicant 
be chargeable with costs incurred without his consent. 

6. For the purposes of this Order— 

(a.) In the case of the registration of land or of any transfer of 
land on the occasion of a sale, the value of the land shall 
be determined by the amount of the purchase money. 

(b.) In the case of the registration of land or of any transfer of 
land not upon a sale, the value of the land shall be ascer- 
tained by the Registrar at such sum (not exceeding twenty 
times the annual value of the property, as assessed for the 
purposes of the enactments relating to Income Tax) as in 


| 9. The fee for an entry (except the entry of a notice of d or 
intended deposit) in, or withdrawal from, the Register affecting 
several titles shall, where the same person is registered as proprietor 
of all titles be the same as for an extra application respecting one title 
only. In other cases an extra fee of 2s. 6d. shall be charged for every 
title affected after the first. 

10. The fee for first registration of leasehold land shall include the 
entry of a notice of the lease against the lessor’s title, if registered. 

11. On the first registration of the title to a rent the value shall, in 
the absence of evidence to the contrary, be taken at twenty times the 
amount of one year’s rent. 

On the registration of a transfer of freehold land on the occasion 
of a grant wholly or partly in consideration of a rent, there shall be 
paid, in addition to the fee payable under paragraph D in respect of 
the transfer of the land, such fee as may be payable under paragraph 
A in respect of the registration of the first proprietorship of the rent. 

12. Where a charge by the transferee under a transfer for value is 
delivered for registration together with the transfer, the fee for the 
charge, if payable under paragraph B, shall be reduced to one-half. 

13. If it shall a r to the Registrar, on an application under Rule 
151 of the Land Transfer Rules, 1903, that such application has not 
been rendered necessary by the voluntary act of the applicant or of 
any of his predecessors in title, the Registrar may make such abate- 
ment in the fee as he may think reasonable. 

14. No fee shall be payable for any entry of, or in respect of a 
caution, inhibition, restriction, condition, note, or notice of any 
kind by the Acts or Rules made necessary on (a) the first registration 
of land, or (6) any registration for which an ad valorem fee is payable. 

15. Where an instrument or application affecting two or more titles 
or charges is registered as to some or one only of the titles or charges 
affected thereby, the fee payable shall be the same as that which would 
have been payable if it had been registered as to all the titles or 
charges afiected by it. If the instrument or application is afterwards 
registered as to any other titles or charges a further fee of 2s. 6d. 
shall be paid for every title or charge so aff , 


16. Where a charge or incumbrance is also secured on unregistered 
land or other property as well as registered land, the amount of the 
charge shall for the purpose of this order be reduced to the sum which 
bears the same proportion to the whole sum secured that the value of 
the registered land bears to the value of the whole security. 

17. The fee on a charge by way of additional or substituted security 
shall not exceed that upon a charge for a sum equal to the value of 
the land after deducting the amount secured on it by registered charges 
at the date of the registration of the additional or substituted charge. 

18. The fee for the registration of a charge to secure future advances 
—that is to say money to be lent, advanced, or paid, or which may 
become due upon an account current either with or without money 
previously due—shall be regulated as follows :— 

(a.) Where the total amount received or to be ultimately recover- 
able is in any way limited, the fee shall be the same as that 
for the registration of a charge to secure the amount so 
limited. 

(b.) Where the total amount is unlimited, the fee shall be the 
same as that for the registration of a charge to secure the 
amount which the Inland Revenue ad valorem duty im- 

ressed thereon extends to cover; and if further Inland 
eccmee duty is subsequently imp , the fee for noting 
that fact in the register shall be the difference between the 
fee for a charge to secure the amount covered by the duty 
previously noted in the register, and the fee for the registra- 
tion of a charge to secure the total amount covered by the 
whole duty. 

19. Where land subject to a registered charge or incumbrance is 
transferred discharged from the charge or incumbrance, and a new 
charge in favour of the proprietor of the old charge or incumbrance 
is delivered on the same day as the transfer, the fee payable on the 
registration of the transfer shall be calculated on the consideration 
expressed to be paid in the transfer after deducting the amount of the 
new charge or fare : 

20. Where, on the cessation of a charge, a new charge affecting the 
same land is delivered in favour of the proprietor of the former charge, 
the fee payable on the new charge, in so far as the amount secu 
does not exceed the former charge, shall be calculated at the rate 
stated in paragraph (C). : 

21. Where two or more Rules allowing abatement of fees are 





his opinion the property would fetch if sold in the open , applicable to the same case, their effect shall not be cumulative, but 


market at the time when the registration is made. In 
ascertaining such value the Registrar may accept as evidence 
a statement in writing as to the capital or annual value of 
the property signed by the applicant, or his solicitor, or 
any other person, who in the Registrar’s opinion is com- 
petent to make such a statement. 

7. Where a first registration takes place on the enfranchisement of 
a copyhold, or on the purchase of a leasehold by the reversioner, or 
of a reversion by the leaseholder, or on any other like occasion, the 
fea may, if the Registrar shall think fit, be calculated on the value 
of the interest last acquired, and not upon the value of the applicants’ 
combined interests in the land. In such case no entry of value need 
be made in the register. 

8. Where a charge is delivered for registration, together With an 
aplication for first registration of land, no fee shall be paid in respect 
of such charge, 


the applicant may elect which one of them shall be applied. 

22. In this Order the word ‘“‘land’’ includes both freehold and 
leasehold land, and every hereditament the title to which may be 
registered under the Land Transfer Acts. 

The word “ charge’’ includes ‘‘ sub-charge.”’ 

23. The Land Transfer Fee Order, 1903, is hereby revoked, 

24. This Order may be cited as The Land Transfer Fee Order, 1908, 
and shall come into operation on the first day of October, 1908. 








In the London Gazette of the 7th inst. notice was given, pursuant 
to section 7 (3) of 43 Vict., cap 19 (Companies Act, 1880), that at the 
expiration of three months names of a number of companies will 
unless cause is shown to the contrary, be struck off the register and 
the companies dissolved. 
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Societies. 


Law Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the directors was held at the Law Society’s 
Hall on Thursday, the 6th inst., Mr. 8, J. Daw in the chair. The other 
directors present were Messrs. T. H. Gardiner, R. H. Peacock, Mark Waters, 
A. Toovey, J. Vallance, and the secretary, Mr. E. E. Barron. A sum of 
£60 was voted in grants for the relief of London solicitors’ widows, and other 
general business transacted. 








Obituary. 
Mr. Thomas Ridley. 


The death is announced of Mr. Thomas Ridley, barrister-at-law, of 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Mr. Ridley was born in 1813, was admitted a 
solicitor in 1835, and was called to the bar by Gray’s-inn in 1856. He had 
an extensive practice as a conveyancing counsel, and carried on his profession 
— 1902, when 1g at the age of eighty-nine. He was a skilful 
conveyancer, especially in matters relating to the coal trade, 4 
trusted because of his profound knowledge of real property yelp pay A 
sound judgment as a man of affairs. Most of the landed estates in the north 
of England may in a legal sense be said to have passed through his hands. 
Mr. Ridley enjoyed the friendship of many of his Majesty’s judges, and the 
present Lord Chief Justice called upon him at his residence in Newcastle 
during his last visit tothe north. He was the oldest member of the Newcastle 
Literary and Philosophical Society, which he joined nearly eighty years ago. 








Legal News. 


Appointment. 


Mr. Joun Suera Atxrxson, LL.B. (Lond.), of Folkestone, a member of 
the firm of Messrs, Atkinson & Stainer, has been appointed a Commissioner 
for Oaths. He was admitted a solicitor in January, 1902. 





Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 


Keppey Ray Frercuer and Newson Lrrrnewoop Garrett. solici 
(Keddey Fletcher & Garrett), 9, Fenchurch-street, London. July 31. ‘The 
said business will be carried on and continued by the undersigned Newson 
Littlewood Garrett at 22 and 23, Laurence Pountney -lane, Cannon-street 
E.C., in conjunction with that of Messrs. Minchin & Co., of that address. 
uader the style or firm of Minchin, Garrett, & Co. [Gazette, Aug. 7. 





General. 


The next sessions at the Central Criminal Court will begin o 
Tuesday, September 8th. Mr. Justice Pickford is expected to he the 
presiding judge. 

At Tredegar (Mon.) County Court, on the 8th inst., Judge Owen 
gave a decision of some importance on the question of deductions from 
wages towards workmen’s medical funds. The Ebbw Vale Steel. Iron 
and Coal Company (Limited) were sued by 684 of their workmen who 
reside at Cwm for the recovery of small sums of money alleged to 
have been illegally deducted from their wages towards what is locally 
known as the Ebbw Vale Doctors’ Fund. The claimants were brought 
from Cwm to Ebbw Vale by special train, then they walked over the 
mountain to Tredegar. Mr. J. Sankey, counsel for the plaintiffs 
explained that in at least 600 of the cases there would be no dispute 
as to the liability of the defendant company, as it had been agreed 
that each plaintiff should receive three-quarters of the amount claimed. 
They were not entitled, it was alleged, to claim for the previous six 
months owing to the effect of the recent Truck Act. He, however 
contended they could claim three-quarters of the whole of the deduc- 
tions. Dealing with the point of law, counsel quoted section 5 of the 
Truck Act of 1896, which provides that any workman or shop assistant 
may recover any sum deducted or paid by his employer contrary to 
the Act, and submitted that the Act of 1831 and the amended Act of 
1896 were one. His Honour decided against counsel’s contention that 
the two Acts were one. They must, he said, be taken as consolidated 
Acts. Mr. Parsons, in addressing the Judge on behalf of the company, 
said they did not oppose the claims in any contumacious spirit. The 
medical fund had been in existence at Ebbw Vale about ninety years 
and had proved of great benefit to the workmen and their families. 
The contributors numbered about 10,000, and, including women and 
children, about 20,000 were benefited; the income was £5,000 a vear 
The fund had provided a hospital, dispensary, and a competent medical 
staff. These actions were the beginning of the end; if the claims 
against the fund succeeded, there was an end of the fund, which was 
run by the company at a dead loss. The company provided the 
machinery for keeping the fund working; it cost them £300 a year 
to deduct 25d. in the pound per week. The claimants represented 
8 per cent. of the number of men employed; the other 92 per cent. 
of the subscribers desired the fund to be carried on as at present. 
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After further a mg some of the claimants gave evidence. His 
Honour gave judgment for the plaintiffs for three-quarters of the 
contributions for the six months, with costs on scale C in the first 
action and on scale B in the subsequent actions. The money would be 
paid into court in the ordinary way. 








The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 
Aug 20—Mesars. H. FE. Foster & Caanrrexp, at the Mart, at 2: Absolute Reversions, 
Life Interests, and Policies of Assurance (see advertisements, back page, this week), 
Result of Sale. 


The va'uable Reversion of One-half of a Truet Fond amounting to £50,000, offered 
by Mr. Caantes Musxerr, of 60, Fore-street, E.C., at the Mart, on July 23 last, has now 
been gold by private treaty. 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Faivay, Aug. 7. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Limitep in CHANCERY. 


Cowrryzmrat Coat anp Srzausure Co, Liurrep—Creditors are requested, on or before 
Sept 5, to send their names and a/idresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to George William Townend, Carlisle chmbrs, Goole. Hind & Co, 
solors to the liquidators 

Sseuwamu O1amowp Syyorcare, Liutrep—Craditors are required, on or before Sept 
26, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
David Laidlaw and Arthur Lewis Griffiths, 46, Queen Victoria st, Francis & 
Johnson, Gt Winchester st, solors for the liquidators 

Wrttram Grovar & Sows, Lixrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 30, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Sir 
Walter Newton Fisher, 4, Waterloo st, Birmingham. Pinsent & Oo, Birmingham, 
solors to the liquidator 

Yorxsurer Hore, Aywvrcats, Liurrsp—Petn for winding-up, presented July 28, 
directed to be heard Aug 17, at 10.30. Wing, Sheffieli, solo- for netners, 
Notice of pee J must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the 
afternoon of Aug 16 

Uniimirep mr CHancgry, 

Sscowp Carprrr Srane-Bowxetr Buruprwe Soctery (In Dissorvrrom) —Creditors 
must send in his or her claim to Wentworth H. Price, 21, High st, Oardiff, not later 
than Aug 81 

London Gazette.—Tuxspay, Aug. 11. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


Loren 1s CeAancrey. 


Atroys Sywprcarr, Liurrep—Oreditors are required, on or before Aug 18, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas Alfred 
Ward, 9 and 10, Fenchurch st. liquidator 

Arxins & Co, Limrrep, Kineston-on-THames (tm Liqurpation) — Creditors are 
required, on or before Sept. 15, to send their names and addresses, and the 
particulars of their debts or claims, to J, W. Roberts, 15, Eldon st, liquidator 

Casuatry Insurance Co, Lrurrep—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 6, directed to 

*be heard before the Vacation Judge on Aug 19. Ratter & Oo, Norfolk House, 
Norfolk st, Strand, solors for the petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above- 
named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Aug 18 

Curpa (Wassaw) Mungs, Liw1tsn—Petn for winding up, presented July 30, directed to 
be heard Oct 13. Edell & Gordon, 4. King st, Cheapside, solors for the petner. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above named not later than six o’clock in the 
sfternoon of Oct 12 ; 

Emwrree Prawororts Co, Liurrep, Legps Pracs, Totummetow Parx, N—OCreditors are 
required, on or befere Aug 24. to send their names and addresres, and the particnlars 
of their debts or claims, to Percy Mason, 64, Gresham st. Sturt, Old Jewry, solor 
for the liquidator 

Gacssarre, Betauns & Co, Liurren—Petn for winding up, pr ted July 16, directed 
to be heard at the County Court House, St. Peter’s gate, Nottingham, on Aug 21, at 12, 
C. F. Elliot Smith, Mansfield, solor for petner. Notice of appearing must reach 
the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Aug 10 

Jouw Mosgtxy, Liwirep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 31, to sevd their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. Th mas 
Maa A Judge, of Parliament chmbrs, Quay st, Hull. Millis, Hall, so’or for the 
liqnidator 

aavites Tramways Co, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 8, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particalars of their debts or cl ims to Alfred 
Frederick Judd, 2, Broad st pl, Finsbury cirous. Bischoff & Co, Gt Winchester st, 
solors for the liquidater : 

T. Bacx & Co, Liurrep (aw Liqvipation)—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 
17, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Arthur Rowland Baker, Billiter House, Billiter st, liquidator 

Terwey O11 axp Manure Co, Limirep—Petn for winding up, prevented July 10, 
directed to be heard at the Town Hall, Gt Grimsty, on Aug 20. Bates & Mountain, 
Gt Grimaby, solors for the petners. Notice of appesring must reach the above- 
named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Aug 19 

Um Rue Goup Miwzs or Eoyrt, Limrrep—Oreditora are required, on or before Sept 
#0, to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims. to George Hande! Wells, 9, Queen st pl, liquidator 

Unitmirep ry CHancary. 

Garstaye any Kworr Exp Rartway Co—Creditors are required, on or before 
Sept 24, to send their names and addresses, an? particulars of their debts or claims, 
to John Noble, of Woodacre Hall, Scorton, Garstang, Lancs, liquidator 











Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or CLAM. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, Aug 7. 


Arrwoop, Saznau Axy, ge fept6 Harker & Son, Brighton 
Box. Tuomas, Tunbridge Wells Sept 30 Gower, Tunbridge Wells 
Boyiz, Many, Nottingham “ept 10 Goodall & fon, Nottingbam 

Coates, Jonw Broxur, Bonsall, Derby Aug 27 Taylor & Co, Manchester 

CaawsHALt, Ciara Ayn, Queen st, Mayfair Sept 29 Flux & Co, Leadenhall st ’ ' 
Dixow, Many Aywe, Great Shelford, Cambridge Sept18 RC & 8 Burrows, Cambridge 
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as Deut & Seruton, York 
et ie & Co, Brighton 


Doxx, Wittiam, Albany a eons Heiron, Cannon Bateman, Jane. 
Fosse, Esenazen Bin, Tru pington, Oneabetdge, P. D DL Dee 3l Gian & Oo, Cam B ’ Eown > 
ALD AMES 
LL, Fawwy, Leamington Sept 20 Lawson & Co, Manchester 
Gaoere, Arraur Durum, Newcastle upon Tyne, Estate Agent Sept9 Hodgson, New- | Cuampzacain, Tuomas, Leicester Sept 14 Sprigge, 
Tne upon Tyne ork, Builder Sept12 Summerson, P: ——_ Lay mores Axis, Begin Sep 
wr, Toomas, Pocklington, Y: ‘ocklington erreaastaso, Onsayeose 
Giscocx, Manta, Chesterfield, Derby Sept 11 Mather , Chesterfield. Dacuisa, Bev 


Hitt, Dawrec WILLIAM, Woodberry Down, Finsbury P: 
Hoots, Percrvat Fraxocis, Horbury, Ecclesfi 
Iweiis, Lestiz, Chester Aug 24 Brassey, 


Jacxson, Witi1am, Liscard, Chester Sept 


irmi: m 
Jorxzs, Rev James Leion, Brighlon 
Ke.ty, Ropeat pee Weston super 





Lams, @ 


Maxsn, Sanau Atiog, Bournemouth, Hants Se 


Marton, ALFRED, Sept 22 Tatham 


. Neweastle upon 


Chan, Janne, Southwick, icbem, Foreman Caulker Aug 31 


P ants wan, U) Richmond rd, Putney Sept 5 Mathews, Tavistock 
ss, ramp oad Harm Farmer Oct 1 Vaughan, Builth 


ells 
Porvis, R.. MD, Blackheath, Kent Sept 30 Spencer & Arnold, London at, 
& 
A Up-Ottery, D: , Farmer Aug 21 Sam’ SO Honiton 
Rowtanp, Atrrep, Up~ ry, Devon, 3 teen as 
Setar Oldham 


9 WR&W Ascroft, Preston 
10 Lowden, Pontefract 


Paice, Envwagp Merepirs, 8t on, Radnor, 


SsUTTLEWORTH, Jans, Bentham, Yorks Sept 14 
SixeMITH, Ricuarp Massey. Oldham, Solicitor Sept 10 
Sres.e, Rev Groner, MA, Preston 
Srones, Wiitiam, Soaith, York, Farmer 8¢e 
Sraacuay, Grorce Dosaup, Withernsea, York 


Sept 7 


Hall, Gull 
—_—, Ciagexoe, Church Stretton, Salop Builder Sept,1 Sprott & Morris, Shrews- 
Towussor, Janet Marcaret, St Augustine’s rd, Camden Town Sept 29 Taylor & Co, 
oe: oe Sone Joux Wiiuiam Spincen, Goldhurst terr, Hampstead Aug 31 Bole & 


Warsox, Ann, mf Sept 12 Tunnicliffe & Salthouse, Bradford 
Goodall & Son, Nottingham 
London Gazette.—Tuxapay, Aug 11. 


Autaway, Axx Hawk, Reading Sept 23 Brain & Brain, Readin 
Aspzrsoyx, WILLIAM Loss, Newcastle on Tyne Sept 8 Griffith & Co, [Newcastle on 


Wair.ock, Tomas OLIvar, 


ughborough Sept 10 
Tyne 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—FRiDAY, Aug 7, 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Apry, Wiiu14m, Ketley, ee Poultry Merchant Madeley 
Pet July 23 Ord Aug 5 


Baewerr, Francis Samus, ptavergen, Secretary Liverpool 
Pet June 23 Ord Au 

Baamnam, Rosert, W ofield, Grocer Wakefield Pet 
Aug 5 Ord Aug 5 

Baiscoz, James Worpusy. Balsall Heath, + aaeeaemae 
Baker Birmingham Pet Aug5 Ord Aug 5 


Carstick, ye Burnley, Buteher Burnley Pet Aug 
4 Ord A 


ug 4 
Caaur, Wittram Agtraur Guover, ~; sepa Leicester, Baker 
Leicester Pet AugS Ord Aug5 


Exuzss, Joux, Warrington, Coal Dealer Warrington ‘Pet 
Aug 1 Ord Aug i 

Evans, Epwarp Faanois, Neath, Glam, Cattle Dealer 
Neath Pet July 24 Ord Aug 5 

Gay, Georncz, Brinkworth, near yy penham, Farmer 
Swindon Pet June 30 Ord A Aug 4 " 

Hastorp, Frepsrick, Leicester, Picture Frame Maker 
Leicester Pet Aug1 Ord A 

Harwoop, Haroip Kcirosros, Holbeech, Cycle Agent 
Peterborough Pet Aug4 Ord Aug 4 

Joxgs, Cuantes Hewry, Stockport, Cheshire, “eumeone 
Joiner Stockport Pet Aug5 Ord Aug5 

Kxorr, Wittam Henry, Belper, Derby, Watchmaker 
Derb Pet July 30 -Ord Aug . 

Kocu, Faxpericn, South pl, Fibury pvmnt, Merchant 

Court Pet May 27 Ord Aug 5 


Matumsox, Farp, Met Bradford, Collier Bradford Pet 
Aug5 ‘Ord A 


Nea, Wattee oh Hockley, Essex, Manufacturer’s 
Agent High Court Pet Aug i Ord Aug 1 

Patage, Heesent Eevest Gevor, Stokesby, Norfolk, 

P yer Great Yarmouth Pet July 30 Ord July 30 
uigst, Grorcs, Clay Cross, —_, Fish Merchant, 

rfield ‘Pet Aug4 Ord Aug 

Paror, Joux Heyay, Helston, Genlodil, General Dealer 

Truro Pet Aug 5 Ord Aug 5 


Scorr, Duaatp, Higher Broughton, net, Epa Mer- 
torn oy RE Mt 
LLIAM, mme Traveller War- 
Tngton Pet A a" Gel'aen 4 a3 


Srraces, Haeowp, ‘thorn Yorks, Fruiterer Sheffield 

‘ AugS OrdAug5 vs 
4LooT, Fagpgrick Artaun AMBROsE —_ Sussex, 
. Journalist Bri on, oe ~ I Ja 5 Ord A Aug 5 2 
auPiig, Taomas, 1, Claph Junction, Provi- 
Wandeworth Pet Augl Ord Aug 1 





Toasse, Abert, Caerphilly 


how 2, Gzoxcz, Hulme, Stenchotes 
Woouonrpor, et July 31. Ord July 31 


Pet 
Joux Wituiam, Ambiecote eater = 
ment Victualler Stourbridge Po Aug 1 


Park 
eld Sept 19 Baik & Co, 


Chester 
1 Costeker & Co, Datwen 
Juss0r, ‘Josian Bansauix, Cheadle Royal Asylum, Chester Sept 12 Westwood & Oo, 


2 Rivington & Son, Fenchurch bldgs 
Sept 19 J H& F W Bere, Weston super 


THO. Catford, x ort a fictal Marchant. Sept 15 Clay, Retford 
Loxomanx, THomas, ent, r a, a Oo, ey 

Co, Manchester 

menceren, ¥ Witt1am, Swalwell mmm Under Colliery Manager Sept 4 Richardson 





Dagwent, Cnasune, Walkley, 
Favuxes, Mary, Sou 


29 Taylor & Co, Strand 
ffield 


Fortuny, Juvro, 


Christian, Finsbury 


Heat, Harnist, 
Hows, Sanan, © 
Hogans, Avszar, T 


Hueua, ‘Tuomas Pstrson, Ch 


Graham & Co, 
——— apap 


Kear.t Gapam, , Bikenbeed 
Lavars, Mazion, Bir 


Mapewickx, Mary, 


Russe., Gronar, 
Saroenr. Cuaances, Cardiff 


ithin 
Surrn, Hewny Martyn, 
Sraxwine, Josgrn Heaton, 
Tomes. CuaBLas, 


WIison, 





Yarpe, Fanny, Exeter 
Yanrpz, Rev Tuomas Joux, 








FIRST MEETINGS, 


Baker, J & J, Bexhill, Builders Aug 18 at 12 County 
Court Offices, 24, Cambridge rd, Hastings 
Crare, Faepeaicx, Eastbourne 
2 Off Ree, 4, Pavilion bi Brighton 
cer oe Henry, Malmesbury, Wilts. Farmer Aug 17 at 
11 Off Reo, 38, Reet dame. windon 
Oe Abeta Gis, Labeasté Aug 15 at 11 
1, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
ae... pach. Little Missenden, Bucks, Farmer Aug 15 
at12 Off Reo, 1, St Aldate st, Oxford 
Garexe, Gerteupe Rosemany, Margaret st. Cavendish *q 
Aug 17 at 11.30 Off Rec, r Pavilion bides, Brighton 
Howses. Jouy <—— and Faep Wiuii1am Wane, Kingston 
pon Hull tractors Aug us r lt Of 
Ree. York me bity Baek Bank chmbrs. Lowsa 
Bred Victualler Aug 


Honr, Haney Jouw, Tulse hill, Licensed 
Jones, Manion, Southimpton, Butcher Aug 19 at 2.15 
8 Hotel, C bad 


Cabinet Maker Aug 17 at 


18at12 Bankruptcy dan lon Gane 
Carnarvon 


Jonss, Witutam, Carnarvon, Butcher A’ 19 at 2.30 
Sporteman Hotel, Carnarvon ¥ 


nee, Guess North beanie, Bedford, Baker Aug 
Of 3s, Bridge a, ‘st, Northampton 
Tiber pvmnt, Merchant 
Carey st 


tome pte 
Auz 19 at 12 beter bldgs, 

Marpuent, Rossar, Tarrant Monkton, Dorset, Baker be 
18 atl Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbu 

Mazsaatt,; ae Moe ey, Lanes Aug 15 at 10.30 “Or 


yrom st ester 
Morais, Guoros Caves, Cheltenham, Fishmonger Aug 18 
at4 County Court bldgs, Cheltenham 
Neat, Watter Witurau, Hockley, Essex, Manufacturer's 
Agent Aug 18 at 11 agg gt bldgs, Carey st 
Tamp.in, Taomas, Lavender hill, Clapham Junction, Pro- 
vison Se erie 132, York rd, West- 


= phen Colliery Engineman 
Aug i7 at 10.90 0 Ree, Post Office chmbrs, Ponty- 


Wuit.ow, Georcz, Hulme, Manchester, Labourer Aug 15 
at 11 ‘Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Wrnve, Buizanera Many, Bala, Merioneth, Hotel Keeper 
Aug 17 at 12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


—, ee: Galop, Poultry Merchant Madele 
t July 23 Ord Aug 6 . 
seaman Farpzricx, Wimbled 8 , Financie 
High Court Pet June 16 Ord Aug 1 — ‘ 
Bors, gong Coum, Regent st High’ Goart Pet May 14 
Aug 5 


Brauaam, Rosert, Wakefield, Grocer Wakefield Pet 
Aug 5 pened be 

Batscos, James Worouetr. a Heath Eeefesten, 
Baker Birmingham Pet A’ Ord Aug 


Capsticx, Epwarp, Dusiey, Takia ref Burnley 
Pet Aug4 Ord Aug 

Crakk, Seenkie Romano, Loeaot a Furniture Dealer 
Great Yi A 

loan, Deven, Cattle Dealer Exeter 


Craup, a jaya Anstey, Leicester, Baker 
Leicester Pet Aug 5 Ord Aug 5 


CoLemMan, Jeux ~ 
July Ord Ji 


Chislehurst Smith, 
Howrer, Henny Juuiax, ‘Oldfield, Bath Sept 10 Tucker 


mE 2 ce) 
Soutsarp, IsaBeLLa Jane, bee wo 8 ~—_ & Co, 
lord, mr yore Worseater 
Tvoxer, Joszrn Eowaxp, Paris 
a, Cam 


Wooprorpsg, Wiss Tuomas GagRetr, 





Seige had, Font 


Freee Soph Harmer & Beddock, Great 


Y th 
s. Many, Southficlds,  Lelooater or 12 Hebb & Silla, Linosin 
Gasaiet, Faaxcis Heapert Fousy, igley, So beak Chork Sept 20 Loft, —. 
ER ..E Waren, Bradford Sept 28 


Geppes, Cuartorte Exizavera Sanpys Loraaiws, Hyde Park pl Sept 30 Fraser & 
Grisert, Estaer — , Lact it ee Beal erie 


am, dorey Som Visteslee Sept 18 Maitlands & Co, Knight- 
Aug 31 ge 
sq, Kensington Sept 17 Goldberg & Co, West st, Finsbury 


Sabortewn, Rihnend 
Bept 11 Nicholson & Pemberton, Liverpool 
Southampton Ane 2 Smith & Son, Andover 


Pickup, WintiaM tH: SUTCLIFFE, ” Accrington Sept 30 jeman, Accringten 
Posrunrawarre, Gerorcr, Ravenglass, Cumberland, Butcher Sept 10° 10 ‘Brockbank & Co 


Paupames, Cuaries, York, Plumber ous W & K ET Wilkinson, York 
Cricklede, Wi ullings 


Scuram, Cant Taropor Aveust, ay Manche 5 
Sims, we Jou, Leigh on 


& Co, Cirencester 


Boote & Co, Manchester 
Maxwell & Dampney, Bishopsgate st 


Arnold, Old Jewry 


Houghton 
‘aug 35 


Wilts Aug 24 
Sept 22 


“eis High st 


Boott & Holyoake, 
Harford, Ironmonger In 

ema Wortham & Co, Royston, Herts 
Spencers Wood, Berks Avg 31 Rawstorne, 


10 Mathew, Exeter 
udleigb, Devon Sept 10 Cum Sten Rees 


aeem, qenn, ae Coal Dealer Warrington Pet 
Ug 


Gairritas, Wasser! Laws, Portsmouth st, Livcoln’s inn, 
Architect High Court Pet June 16 Ord July 31 
Harwoop, Harotp Kixasror, Lincolm, Oycle 


Agent P ‘Aug 4 Ord 

Howaep, Cnastzs Wiiiam, Prince of W: Wales’ mans, 
Battersea , Commission Ageat Wandsworth Pet 

hacen Barer fens = Raphael, Bristol, Clerk 
Bristol Pet July 3t Ord Aug 


Joxzs, Cuagtes Hewe “hese a0 Cheshire, 
Joiner “Pet Aug 5 ‘Ord Aug & 


Jones, heen 
Ord Aug 4 
Kitey, Groror, North Dunstable, Bedford, Baker Luton 
K Fut Jy by Deipa, Derby, Watchmaker 
wort, Wittiam Henry, 
Derby Pet July 30 nj = 
Lewyox, James, Gateshead, Durham, Grocer Newcastle 
on Tyne nent Ord Aug 5 
Matusow, Faep 'yke, Bradford, Collier Bradford 
Pet Aug 3 Ort Aves” 
es) we ee, Ridgmount gdas High Court 
Patms ae gi S Sete, 3 Norfolk, 
Great Yarmouth uth Pei tg bal ety, bon 
Paissrt, Gzonce, Clay 
terfield a eer yey 


as Seem, Chesterfield, Innkeeper Chesterfield 
Bras anos Btnoun, Thorn, York, Fraiterer Bheffield Pet 


Ta.zor, Asruus Awmprose, Hove, 


Perit ie, xg ae 


Tamptix, Tuomas, 
im : Merchant Wandonccth te 
ug 
Tayior Kingston . 
voce Hall "Pet heel ver Dee a 
my Tuomas, Dapel, Licensed Victualler 
Tonyen, sad 3 Bg aia cote Engineman 
P Pet Augi Ord A 
Wair.ow, Groner, Hulme, Labourer Man- 
che ster Pet July 31 Ord July 31 
Wootpaines, Joux Witi1am, Ambiecote, ar F Rewicitn, 
Licensed Victualler Stourbridge Pet Aug 1 


Augi 
Amended Notice substituted for that Ee peauswes 
London Gazette of July 
Warton, Ww. BORG Walsall, Coal Dealer 
alsall ot July 37 "Ord July 31 


London Gazette.—ToRsDaY, Aug. 11. 
RECEIVING CRDERS. 
Attes, Wiiisam Matraew, Ki yao Great Eastern 
at, Builder Court” % 


Beoxetr, dosnrn Fuerat, x, UPrall. Ja i oe 
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Baamwewt, Josern Epxvep, eee, Photographer 
Pet Aug5 Ord A 

Brocksorr, 1LL1aM Hagnis, Sutton Cola tela, Mannfac- 
turer’s nt Birmingham PetAug7 Ord Aug7 

Burizx, Georos, Burton on Trent, Hairdresser Burton 

on Trent Pet Angé Ord on 

Cus, F A, Shoreham, ~~” alan acco Dealer @Brighton 
Pet J July 17 Ord Aug 

Caapper, Eowarp f= Holbeton, D 
Plymouth Pet July 25 Ord Aug 7 

Daewart, Exts, Regent at, a Manager High 
Court Pet Ang7 Ord Aug 

Daxpaives, Atrarp Gustann "Deptford, Kent, Printer 
Greenwich Pet Aug7 Ord _ * 

Faeepuax, Lovis, Edgware rd, House Furnisher High 
Court Pet July 10 Ord Aug7 

Haut, Taomas Haney, and Joserps Hatt, Newcastle un¢ jer | 
Lyme, Coal Dealers Hanley Pet Augi Ord Aug! 

Haunonv, Groncz Cuantes, Westbury av, Wood Green, 
Grocer Edmonton Pet "Aug 5 Ord Aug 5 

Hanoreaves, Geonce Haneison, Montpelier rd, Ealing 
High Court Pet July 14 Ord Aug 1 

mane. 7 

cial Traveller Birmingham Pet July 15 Ord Aug7 


Hewitt, Josgzrn Savunpers, ee Kent, Chemist 
Rochester Pet Aug7 Ord Aug 


angst Atnert, Acocks Green, Worcester, Commer- | 


Hotpsrooxe, Wactes, naman, Valuer Manchester 


Pet June6 Ord Aug 6 

Houipswoarn, Witu1am Henry, Halifax, Yorks, Painter 
Halifax Pet Aug5 Ord Aug 5 

Hovumworts, Joun, Stockport, e Provision Dealer 
Btoc Pet Aug 6 Ord A 

Jonzs, Tuomas, Bournemouth, noe Furnisher 

July 24 Ord Aug 6 
Jos, Tomas, Halifax, Foote, Shoeing Smith Halifax 


Pet Aug6 Ord Au 
Jous, Tuomas Dante, Garaist Cardiff Pet July 15 Ord 
Aug 6 


Poo'e 


gyry THOMAS, ge per Fruit and soamny 
Ord Aug 
Forks, Coal Sferchant 


Bradford 


Kerr. 
Dealer Middlesbrough Pet A 

Owes, Wittiam Hewry, Selby, 
York PetAug5 Ord Aug5 

Parxixsox, H J, Bradford, Cigar Merchant 
Pet July 25 ‘Ord Aug 7 

Se Woodford, Essex, Nurseryman EJmonton 
Pet Aug5 Ord Aug 5 

Prosssra, Grorct, Orcop, Hereford, Baker Hereford 
Pet Aug7 Ord Aug7 

Reap, Frepericx, Hoxton st, Hoxton, Butcher 

Pet Aug6 Ord Aug 6 
Sarrazy, Hewry Georce Ricaarp, 


High 
New Cleethorpes, 


Steam we Captain Great Grimsby Pet Aug 8 
Ord A’ 


ug 8 
Srarer, Ricuanp Atexanper, Rugby, Tailor Coventry | 
Pet 


Aug 7 Ord Aug7 

Stintox, Henry, Stoke Lacy, Hereford, 
Worcester Pet Augs8 Ord Aug 8 

Srarvexs, E J, Camberwell New rd, 
Court Pet July 16 Ord Augé6 

Uspsrewoop, Tazopore Georce, Praed st, Paidington, 
Shop Assistant HighCourt Pet Aug7 Ord Aug7 

Warne, Joun Witiiam, King’s Lynn, Builder King’s 
Lynn Pet July 18 Ord Aug 8 

Watkins, Tuomas, Swansea, Plumber Swansea Pet 
Aug 8 Ord Aug8 

Wuitaker, i Cottingley, nr Binge — 
oF radford Pet Aug7 Ord A 

Yartzs, E Clayton, Lancaster, Plumber Ashton 

under 4-2 Pet July24 Ord Aug 7 


Farm Labourer 


Architect 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Apgy, Wi..14m, Ketley, Salop, Poultry Merchant Aug 25 
at 2.30 Off Rec, 22, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 

Auten, Wituam Martuew, King John ct, Great Eastern st, 
Builder Aug 2lat12 Bankruptcy sates, Cater st 

Beagve.ey, Henny, Nottingham, Furniture over Aug 
W9atll Off Ree, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

Bowne, Jour, Disley, Cheshire, Butcher Aug 27 at 2 45 
Off Rec. 6, Vernon st, Stockport 

Braamuam, Ropert, Wakefield, Grocer Aug 20 at 11 Off 

, Bond ter, Wakefield 

Bramweut, JosErn "Epuunp, Scarborough, Photographer 

Aug E at 11.30 Off Rec, 48, Westborough, Scar- 


Caxry ¥ A, Shoreham, Tobacco Dealer Aug 20 at 2 30 
Off Reo, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 





High 


| 


Coal | 
| Passsenes, H J, Bradford, Ci 
| Brad 


Crarxe, Toomas Epwarp, Lowestoft, Furniture Dealer 
Aug 19 at 12 30 Off Ree, 9, King st, Norwich 

Cramp, Wititam AgTuuR Grover, Anstey, Leicester, Baker 
Aug 19 at3 Off Reo, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Daewatt, Exits, Regent st, —— Manager Aug 19 
atl Bankruptcy bldgs, Ca 

Dawpaipor, Atrrep CHARLES, High st, Deptford. Printer | 
Aug 19 at 1130 132, York rd, Westminister Bridge 


evon, Butcher Dowpixe, ALFRED Groros, Reading, Fruiterer Aug os ed 


12 Queen’s Hotel, Reading 

Eveins, Sipxey, Downton, Wilts, Butcher Aug 20 
Off Rec, City ebambers, Catherine st, Salisbury 

Exuis, Tuomas, Prescot, Lancaster, ‘Tallow Chandler | 
Aug 19 at3 Of Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

| Exuess, gone, Warrington, Coal Dealer Aug 19 at 11.30 | 
Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Evans, WILLIAM, Newtown, Tattenhall, Chester, Labourer | 
Aug 20at12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Fraser, Gorvow Corqusous, Brighton Aug 20 at 3 Off | 
Ree, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

Frenpuan, Louis, Edgware 
at il Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Haut, Toomas Hagey, and Josepa Hatt, Newcastle under 
Lyme, Coal Dealers Aug 10 at11.30 Off Rec, King st, | 
Newcastle, Staffs 

Hammond, Gsorce Cuaries, Westbury Sm Wood Green, 
Grocer Augi19at12 14, Bedford ro 

Haroreaves, Grorce Haraisox, Montpelier rd, Ealing 
Aug 20at1l Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey 

Haseison, Sauvet, Dkerton, Darby ane 12.45 Off 
Ree, 47, Full st, Derby 

Harrore, FaepERricx, Leicester, Picture Frame Maker 
Aug 19at12 Off Ree, 1 Berridge st, Leicester 

Hewitt, Josera SAUNDERS, Rochester, Kent, Chemist Aug 
24 at 12,15 115, High st, Rochester 


Ho.psworta, Witttam Henry, Halifax, Yorks, Painter 


| pessene Gores, Burton on Trent, Hairdresser Burton 


Aug 21 at 10.45 County Court house, Prescott st, 


Halifax 

Hotiinworta, Joux, Stockport. Cheshire, Provision Dealer 
Aug 27 at 3.45 Off Rec, 6, Vernon st, Stockport 

Jos, Tuomas, Halifax, Yorks, Shoei 
County Court house, Prescott st, Halifax 

Joux, Taomas Dantet, Cardiff js 19 at12 Off Rec, 117, 
8t Mary st, Cardi 

Jones, Cuagites Henry, Stockport, Cheshire, Journeyman 


Joiner Aug 27 at 3.15 Off Rec, 6, Vernon si, Stock- | 


port 

Jonzs, Taomas, Bournemouth, House Furnisher Aug 1 
at 10.30 Midland Bank chmbrs, High st, bag 
on 

Kenr, Henry Taomas, Middlesbrough, Fruit and Pou'try 
Dealer Aug 20 at 11.30 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert 
rd, Middlesbrough 

Matutnson, Farp, Wyke, Bradford, Collier Aug 20 at 11 
Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

MAscaLt, Wittiam Hewny, Wiesbaden rd, Stoke Newing- 
ton, Engineers’ Furnisner Aug 19 at 
row 

Mercaure, Harry, Barton on Humber, Coal Dealer Aug 
19atli Off Ree, St Mary’s chmbrs, Great Grimsby 

Owes, Witi1am Henry, Selby, York, Coal Merchant Ang 
2)at3 Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, York 

Patmer, Heaseat Exnest Gepor, Stokesby, Norfolk, 
Bricklayer Aug 21 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, Kieg st, Nor- 


wic 
r Merchant Aug 22 at 11 
Off Ree, 12, Duke st, B ord 
Powstu, Jonny ‘Roperr, 
Off Reo, 35, Victoria st, iverpool 
Power, Patrick, Woodfo rd, Essex, Nurseryman Aug 20 
at12 14, Bedford row 
Pryor, Joun Hewry, Helston, Cornwall, General Dealer 
Aug 19at12 Off Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 


Reap, Freperick, Hoxton st, Hoxton, ‘Butcher Aug 21 at 


12 Bavkruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Resse, Evax, Machynileth, Montgomery, Mine’ Agent | 
Aug 21 at 10.15 Townhall, Aberystwyth 


Sicarit, Max, Wolverhampton, Wine Merchant Aug 21 at 


11.30 Of Rec, Wolverhampton 

Srrevens, E J, Camberwell New rd, Architect Aug 20 at 
12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Tavsot, Frepericxk Aetaur Amsrose, Hove, Journalist 
Aug 20 at 10.30 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bidgs, Brighton 

Taytor, Groner, Kin m upon Hull, Draper Aug 19 
at ll Off Rec, 
Hull 


Smith Aug 21 at 11 


Aug. 15, 1908. 
Unspsewoob, Taxoporz Groras, 


Shop Assistant Aug 19at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Cosa 


bier =~ ™ Witt1am Gzonce, jun, Walsall, Coal Dealer 
a, 12 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 
West. pEgick Gores, West Green rd, Tottenham, 


Butcher Aug20at3 14, Bedford row 


| Wurraxer, Davin, Cottingley, nr ey York, Coal. 


Dealer Aug 2lat3 Of Reo, 12, Dake st, Bradford 


ADJUDICATIONS, 


at 12 | AuLex, Wituas Marraew, Kiog John wy Eastern f 


st, Builder High Court Pet Aug 6 
Braamwe., Josern Eouunp, Scarborough, Photog 
Scarborough Pet Aug5 Ord Aug 5 


Brocksorpr, WILiI4aM oo Sutton Coldfield, 
Bi gham 


— irmin, Pet Aug 7 0 


Trent Pet Aug 6 Ord Aug 7 be) 


~ H Furnisher A 19 | Caney, 7 An “yor Tobacco Dealer Brighton 
ouse er Aug Saly "Ord Aug 


‘mame (oven ee st, aera Manager Hi 
Court Pet Aug7 Ord A 


| Ernertwoton, Henry Joun, Vale ce Maida Vale, Comp 


Promoter’ High Court Pet Jan6é Ord Aug 6 

Evans, Eowarp Francis, Neath, Glam, Cattle D 
Neath Pet July 24 Ord Aug 7 

Gay, Grorez, Brinkworth, nor CE, 
Swindon Pet June 30 Ord Aug 

Games, Henry Sypyey Kiva, ae Shre 
Pet July 10 Ord Aug 6 

Hammond, Groros Caanies, Westbury av, Wood G 
Grocer Edmonton Pet Aug 5 Ord Aug 5 

Hevcke, Anwoip, and Caspan Diepericx Hevoxe, Fa’ 
sham, Manufacturing Chemists Canterbury Pet 
6 Ord Aug5 

Hewirr, Sesume Saunpers, Rochester, Chemist Ros 
Pet Aug 7 7 

Hines, Aataur Tomas Atrsep, Wilton av, Chi 
Money Lender Brentford Pet May 25 Ora Aug 5 

Hotpsworts, Wituiam Hewey, Halifax, Yorks, Pai 
Halifax Pet Aug65 Ord Aug 5 

Reeser Joux, Stockport, Cheshire, Provision 

tockport Pet Aug6é Ord Aug 6 

son, Lay oer Halifax, Yorks, Shosiog Smith 

| Augé Ord Aug 6 

pe... Tuomas, Bournemouth, House Faurnisher 


Pet July 24 Ord A’ Ace 8 E 
Kent, Henry Taomas, Middlesbrough, Fruit and Pou 
ler bro Pet Aug5 Ord Aug5 3 
Merca.tre, Harey, Barton on vom Coal Dealer @ 
Grimby Pet July16 Ord Aug A 
Owen, Wituam Henry, amy, _ ae Coal Me 


York Pet Aug5 Ord Aug 


a! 


3 14, Bedford | Parker, Hersert WILwiAm, ye Romine 


keeper Lincoln Pet July3 Ord Aug 
Prosser, Gzorace, Orcop, Hereford, Baker He 
Pet Aug7 Ord Aug7 “ 
Reap. Faxpericx, Hoxton st, rae Batcher Hf 
Court Pet Aug6 Ord Aug 2a 
Rupor, Husert Epaas, Welshpool, oT ateatintone Bu 
Newtown Pet July 24 Ord Augé 


| Sarresy, Henny Georce Ricaarp, New Cleethorpes, 


ork City Bank chmbrs, Lowgate, 
} 


| Sarpway, -~y~: ALFRED, \~-peoam 
hull,Lancaster Aug 19 at 2.30 | cester 


Trawler Captain Great Gnmsby Pet Aug8 Ord As 
Jobmaster 
et July7 Ord Aug 

SLATER, mene Avaxaxoen, Rugby, Tailor Co 

} Pet Aug7 Ord Aug7 

ENky, Stoke , Hereford, Farm 

orcester Pet Aug8 Ord Aug 8 

| Unperwoop. Tuxopore Geoncz, Praed st, Paddi 
Shop Assistant Court Pet Aug7 Ord 

ar i a Swansea, Plumber Swansea Pet 


| Stiwrox, 
Wi 


, Lincoln’s inn, B 


ager, Yorks, ¢ 


Wargsury, Sumac Jouw, Old 
High Court PetJuly8 O 

Wuiraker, Davio, Cottingley, 
Dealer’ Bradford Pet Aug? Ord Aug7 4 

| ADJUDICATION ANNULLED, RECEIVING ORD 
RESCINDED, AND PETITION DISMISSED, ~ 

Issorson, ~~ Argruur, Hill st, Berkeley sq 
Court Rec Ord June 9, 1905 Adjud July 14, 1905 
Annul and Dis Aug 1, 1998 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND BUARANTE 


24, 


FUND, LIMITED. 


ESTAGLISHED {NN {89I. 


MooRGatTxsH ous, LOnNDowm, 





EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS—LICENSED PROPERTY. 








supervision of the Corporation. 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


30 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and 





Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Pronerty, Settled by Counsel, will be 


on application. 


Fe 





